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Free Trade Agenda Pamphlets 

Every trade agreement or partnership seems to come with guarantees of more money 
from exports, more jobs, and the promise of U.S. sovereignty not being threatened. 
The reality is exactly the opposite. These five pamphlets illustrate the deceptions and 
what can be done to fight them. 


Does Trade Affect Our Security? PDTAS 
Trade Deals & Your Business? PTDAB 
What's the Real Price of Free Trade? PRPFT 
Free Trade: Promises and Reality PFTPAR 
Not-So-Free TRADE PNSFT 


(2013-15, four-color trifold pamphlet, 1/$0.20; 100-499/$0.15ea; 500-999/$0.13ea; 
1,000+/$0.10ea) 


How the Free Trade Agenda Affects You — Booklet 


Preserve our personal freedom and national independence by informing others about 
the history of free trade agreements, giving reasons for opposing two such agreements 
(the Trans-Pacific Partnership and Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership) 
that are currently being negotiated, and providing tools and an action plan for pre- 
venting congressional approval. (2013, 25pp, pb booklet, 1/$2.95; 10-24/$2.00ea; 
25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 100-999/$0.75ea; 1,000+/$0.50ea) BKLTHFTAAY 


An Introduction to Trading Away Your Freedom — DVD 

JBS CEO Arthur Thompson, author of International Merger by Foreign Entanglements, 
offers an overview of the agenda behind the so-called free trade agreements. Great for 
a giveaway at educational events, recruiting, and for introducing the topic of the free 
trade agenda. (2014, 16min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 
100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDITAF 


World Federalism 101 

World Federalism 101, a book by Rick Biondi and Alex Newman, documents 
the history behind the New World Order. It explores the history of the World 
Federalist and Atlantic Union Movements in the U.S. Congress and beyond, as 
well as exposing proponents of world government using their own words and 
deeds. (2014, pb, 212pp, $16.95) BKWF101 


Isn’t Free Trade Good for Everyone? — Pamphlet 

A perfect easy-to-mail pamphlet that you can share with anyone to introduce 
them to the dangers of so-called free trade agreements. Buy in bulk to get 
the biggest discount so you can distribute them to decision makers in your 
community. (2014, 1-9/$.50ea; 10-24/$.45ea; 25-99/$.40ea; 100-999/$.35ea; 
1,000+/$.30ea) PFTGE 


How the Free Trade Agenda Is Knocking Down America 
This special report of THe NEw AMERICAN magazine explains how the decep- 
tive free trade agenda is threatening our national independence, our personal 
freedoms, and our jobs. (September 2, 2013, 48pp, 1/$1.00; 100+$0.25ea) 
TNA138962 


Secretly Trading Away 

Our Independence — Reprint 

President Obama is pushing two trade pacts that lead to economic and politi- 
cal integration of the United States with the European Union and Pacific Rim 
nations. (2013, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPSTAOI 
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Amendment I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Amendment II. a well-regulated militia being necessary to 
the security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear 
arms shall not be infringed. 


Amendment TTI. No soldier shall, in time of peace, be 
quartered in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in 
time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Amendment IV. the right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Amendment V. x6 person shall be held to answer for a 
capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or 
indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or 
naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war 
or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense 
to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of 


life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private 
property be taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Amendment VI. in al criminal prosecutions the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury of the state and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by 
law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; 
to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Amendment VII. I suits at common law, where the 
vatue in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by 
jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Amendment VIII. Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


AmendmentIX. The enumeration in the Constitution, of 
certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 


Amendment X. the powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are 
reserved to the states respectively, or to the people. 
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CHINA 


Staking Claim in the New World Order 
by Alex Newman — With the help of Western globalists, China is 
actively pursuing a leading role in the New World Order. 


Chinese Tyranny 2.0 
by Alex Newman — Though Americans might hear about the new, 
Westernized China, there really is no such thing. 


TRADE 


10 Reasons Why You 

Should Oppose the TPP & TTIP 

by William F. Jasper — Republicans and big corporations are 
backing new transnational treaties that will harm America. 


7 Reasons Why Trade Promotion 


Authority/Fast Track Must Be Defeated 
by William F Jasper — Giving the president “Fast Track” authority 
would be a dangerous abdication of congressional responsibility. 


BOOK REVIEW 


Clinton Cash Punches Through Bill and Hillary’s 
Teflon Armor 

by James Heiser — The Clinton Foundation has taken in large 
amounts of money at the same time that the donors have had 
government favors bestowed upon them. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 

Slaughter on an Industrial Scale 

by Roger D. McGrath — After the opening months of WWI, literally 
millions of soldiers were mowed down for no real purpose as foot- 
soldiers were easily repulsed and ground was not gained. 
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Obama’s Overreaching Earns Another Hit 

by John F McManus 
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‘OP the FREE TRADE Agenda Action Page! 


The STOP the FREE TRADE Agenda Action Page is filled with information that allows 


you to learn more, inform others, and take action! Join the fight to preserve our personal OF fs) 
freedoms and national independence by stopping congressional approval of any new 
multilateral free trade agreements such as the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) and the =) 


Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP). 


Visit the Action page NOW! www.jbs.org/issues-pages/stop-the-free-trade-agenda 
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What About Reagan? 


About the book review on World Feder- 
alism 101, which makes plain the inten- 
tions of globalists — in their own words 
— to install a world government, missing 
from the report on World Federalism is the 
name of Ronald Wilson Reagan (“A Book 
and Boundaries,” March 9 issue). 

Reagan’s handler Cord Meyer belonged 
to one of the secret societies at Yale. (See 
America’s Secret Establishment by Dr. 
Antony Sutton.) Meyer “founded” the 
United World Federalists, and Ronald 
Reagan was on the letterhead of the United 
World Federalists for 13 years. 

As governor, Reagan aided in establish- 
ing regional government by altering the 
Constitution via amendment with ex-Gov- 
ernor Brown, by instituting law and execu- 
tive orders, and by joining other governors 
supporting ACIR (Advisory Commission 
on Intergovernmental Relations). 

Reagan’s appointments in the state of 
California were mostly the globalist Rock- 
efeller crowd, and as president, Reagan 
multiplied those serving in the executive 
who were members of the “New World 
Order” Trilateral Commission, Council on 
Foreign Relations, Bilderberg, and Skull 
and Bones, including his vice president 
George Bush. 

It was Skull and Bones member George 
Bush who as UN ambassador initiated 
mundialization, a world citizen movement 
that was an inchoate form of Agenda 21. 

Gary RICHARD ARNOLD 
Sent via e-mail 


Getting Rid of Assad 


Syrian Christians have told me face to 
face that the period of the Assad family’s 
political control of Syria was a “Golden 
Age” for them. Syrian Christian leaders 
visiting members of Congress this year 
said Christians were treated more fairly 
under the Baath Party than they had been 
since 634 when Mohammed’s successors, 
the Rashidun Caliphs Abu Bakr and Umar 
ibn Khattab, invaded the Levant (what is 
today Syria, Lebanon, and parts of Jordan 
and Israel). 

Those Christians who survived the in- 
vasion and takeover in the seventh cen- 
tury were placed under sharia law, with 
few legal protections, and were subject to 
heavy discriminatory taxes, with the threat 
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of sudden attack never far away. In 1860, 
when Syria was part of the brutal Otto- 
man Empire, a local rebellion by some 
Christians was started by a village near 
Damascus. The Muslims in the surround- 
ing countryside started a mass slaughter 
of Christians, who soon tried to surrender, 
but to no avail. The rioting and killing 
spread, as Ottoman troops offered no pro- 
tection whatever. 

The American Consul to Syria in Au- 
gust of 1860 reported to President Buchan- 
an that an estimated 11,000 had already 
been killed. In Damascus itself, rampag- 
ing mobs killed thousands in the Christian 
quarter, afterward looting everything that 
could be carried away and then putting the 
entire quarter to the torch. 

Samuel Clemens (author Mark Twain) 
affirmed this report when traveling in the 
Levant in 1861, a journey he recounted in 
his book Innocents Abroad. 

After the 400-year rule of the Ottoman 
Turks ended with their defeat in WWI, the 
borders of modern Syria were drawn under 
the French mandate, and life started to im- 
prove for religious minorities. Syria, like 
other countries of the Middle East under 
the rule of the victorious European Allies, 
was no longer governed by sharia law, 
and so there was equal protection for all. 
Secular rulers came to power under con- 
stitutions mandating that no members of a 
religious party, such as the Muslim Broth- 
erhood, could hold political power. French 
and English were taught in the schools, and 
girls had the right to be educated. 

This stabilized the Christian population, 
which became prosperous, and Christians 
even held high offices in Iran, Iraq, and 
Syria — that is, until the United States 
decided to overthrow the secular govern- 
ments and establish “democracies” that al- 
lowed religious parties such as the Muslim 
Brotherhood to hold power. The sad result 
is evident today in enslaved, displaced, 
and murdered Christians. Our tax dollars 
should not be used for this outrage. 

WILLIAM J. MURRAY, 
RELIGIOUS FREEDOM COALITION 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Cash-strapped State ObamaCare Exchanges Considering Mergers 


— 


State ObamaCare exchanges are fast running out of cash because 
of higher-than-expected costs and lower-than-expected enroll- 
ment. In an attempt to keep their heads above water, many ex- 
changes are considering combining some of their operations with 
those of other states. 

The Washington Post noted on May | that about half the ex- 
changes are financially troubled. Vermont’s exchange, for ex- 
ample, is expected to cost $200 million to run this year; Cali- 
fornia’s is facing an $80 million deficit. Some exchanges, such 
as Oregon’s, have already folded; Hawaii’s is close to doing so. 


Others, such as Nevada’s and New Mexico’s, are still officially 
operating but relying on Healthcare. gov to enroll their residents. 
Still others are trying to stave off the inevitable by raising fees 
on exchange plans and cutting other services. 

“What is happening is states are figuring out the money is run- 
ning out,” Jim Wadleigh, the director of Connecticut’s exchange, 
told The Hill on May 22. Wadleigh “said he has been in conversa- 
tions with many states — some using the federal exchange and 
some running their own exchanges — about possible partner- 
ships,” the paper reported. 

Wadleigh’s office is already in talks with officials from Ver- 
mont and Rhode Island about possible collaboration. The direc- 
tors of all state marketplaces have met once, in Denver, to discuss 
potential service sharing, and they will be meeting again in July 
under the auspices of the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services (CMS). 

Still, it’s hard to tell what will come of all these talks. “By most 
accounts,” noted The Hill, “creating a multi-state marketplace 
would be a logistical nightmare. At best, it appears that states 
might be able to share some technology — “the biggest cost item 
and the biggest barrier for states to set up their own exchanges,” 
according to the paper — or call centers. 

Combining state exchanges, if it is even possible, is unlikely 
to save them. But it could hasten the day when Washington takes 
complete control of Americans’ healthcare, and that is reason 
enough to oppose it — and the rest of ObamaCare. 


New EPA Rules Expand Control Over Waterways 


In a White House statement released on May 26, President Obama 
stated: “I called on the Environmental Protection Agency and 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to clear up the confusion and 
uphold our basic duty to protect these vital [water] resources.” 

Obama went on to explain that the two federal bodies will 
provide businesses and industry with the “clarity and certainty” 
they need to determine which waters are protected by the Clean 
Water Act, and ensure that polluters “can be held accountable.” 

EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy said that the EPA is not 
really breaking new ground. “This rule is about clarification, 
and in fact, we’re adding exclusions for features like artificial 
lakes and ponds, water-filled depressions from constructions and 
grass swales,” McCarthy told reporters on May 27. “This rule 
will make it easier to identify protected waters and will make 
those protections consistent with the law as well as the latest 
peer-reviewed science. This rule is based on science.” 

Many Americans are worried about the EPA’s “clarification” 
of its own regulations, a policy change that is sure to expand the 
reach of the often-bothersome agency. These constituents have 
made their voices known to their representatives in Congress and 
Congress has responded. 

On April 13, Representative Bill Shuster (R-Pa.) introduced 
the Regulatory Integrity Protection Act of 2015 (H.R. 1732) “To 
preserve existing rights and responsibilities with respect to wa- 


ters of the United States,” and Senator John Barrasso (R-Wy.), 
who called the EPA measure “outrageously broad,” sponsored 
a bill in the Senate to curtail the EPA’s power grab. Called the 
Federal Water Quality Protection Act (S. 1140), the bill would 
require the secretary of the Army and the EPA administrator to 
propose a regulation revising the definition of the term “waters 
of the United States.” 

With the Obama administration so intent on increasing the 
reach of the EPA through the agency’s new water rules, it can be 
assumed the Obama would veto any legislation that would nul- 
lify them. In that case, Congress must pass such legislation by a 
veto-proof, two-thirds majority. 


AP Images 


New Hampshire to Consider Making Gold and Silver Currency 


A bill introduced in the New Hampshire state legislature would 
make gold and silver legal currency in that state. The bill was 
drafted by constitutional scholar and contributor to THE NEw 
AMERICAN Edwin Vieira, Jr. Vieira’s measure would reduce New 
Hampshire’s dependence on the Federal Reserve, ultimately lead- 
ing to its complete independence from the unconstitutional central 
bank and its fiat Federal Reserve notes that masquerade as money. 

An earlier effort by New Hampshire to establish gold as the 
state’s sole currency met with opposition from the state treasurer, 
who issued a Fiscal Impact Statement wherein he laid out the 
obstacles he sees in the bill’s path to enactment. 

The treasurer reported three objections: First, the bill did not 
provide for the safe storage of the gold; second, the cost of bond- 
ing state employees would be prohibitive; and, finally, the overall 
cost of implementing the system would be exorbitant. 

Supporters say they have answers for all these previously filed 
fiscal concerns, and a website maintained by promoters of the 
proposal offers graphical representations of the entire process of 
moving from “money” to money. The bill also provides a method 
of circulating the gold, obviating the need for a miniature Ft. 
Knox in every town and county in New Hampshire. 

Over the past several years, at least eight states have considered 
or enacted some version of a sound-currency bill. Others are debat- 
ing proposals aimed at abolishing or auditing the Federal Reserve. 


Vieira’s bill reasserts the sovereignty of the state of New Hamp- 
shire and re-enshrines the 10th Amendment to the Constitution 
wherein the Founding Fathers intended to erect an impregnable 
barricade around the self-determination of the sovereign states. 

If any state authorizes gold and silver as an alternative to Fed- 
eral Reserve notes, economists say that the economy of such a 
state would stabilize and increase. A happy side effect of such a 
system would be the weakening of the Federal Reserve notes and 
a strengthening of the appeal of gold and silver. And that is the 
key to restoring fiscal soundness to the once-enviable economy 
of the United States. 


Cleveland Police Department Accepts Federal Direction 


On May 26, officials from Cleveland and the Department of Jus- 
tice joined together in announcing the terms of the “consent de- 
cree” under which the Cleveland Police Department (CPD) will 
now operate, noted the New York Times on May 27. The new re- 
quirements are a long step toward turning the CPD into a branch 
of the federal government. 

Nearly every detail of a police officer’s life while on duty 
will now be scrutinized, analyzed, recorded, and reviewed ac- 
cording to federal standards of conduct. Officers will no longer 


be able to use force against people who are verbally threaten- 
ing them, or to keep them from running away, even if they 
might present a threat to others in the process. “Pistol whip- 
ping” (undefined) is now prohibited and every unholstering 
of a weapon must be reported. In other words, every action of 
a police officer will be as carefully reviewed as those of any 
criminal in a crime scene. 

Cleveland has agreed to allow an outside “independent” moni- 
tor track the department’s fulfillment of the federal mandates, 
and if any of those mandates aren’t followed, a federal judge now 
has the power to intervene to enforce them. 

The CPD has agreed, as part of the consent decree, to hire a 
civilian to lead its internal affairs unit — a blatant admission by 
the CPD that its own people can’t be trusted to do so — and to 
hire a separate inspector general to investigate alleged “police 
misconduct” and analyze policies and trends. All of this, says 
the New York Times, is necessary “to ensure that police keep 
accurate records and conduct genuine investigations.” 

This is part of a plan to federalize the 18,000 local and mu- 
nicipal law-enforcement agencies currently under local control. 
As spelled out in an executive order issued in December, “Task 
Force on 21st Century Policing,” President Obama made clear his 
intentions: “The U.S. Department of Justice ... should provide 
technical assistance and incentive funding to jurisdictions with 
small police agencies that take steps toward shared services, re- 
gional training and consolidation.” 


President Finds Himself Opposed by Democrats 
“And what’s interesting is typically they’re my fellow travelers on mini- 
mum wage and on job training and on clean energy. And on every pro- 
gressive issue, they’re right with me. And then on this, they’re like whup- 
ping me. They want to pull up the drawbridge and build a moat around 
ourselves.” 

Speaking at Nike headquarters in Oregon, President Barack Obama 


Barack 
acknowledged facing liberal Democratic opposition to his plan for the Obama 


Trans-Pacific Partnership and the similar pact with the European Union. 


America’s Christian Numbers Falling 

“The decline is taking place in every region of the country, including the Bible belt.” 

The Pew Research Center ’s director of Religion Research Alan Cooperman reports that the nation’ re- 
ligiously unaffiliated adults grew from 36 million (16 percent) in 2007 to 56 million (23 percent) in 2014. 
Loss of Christianity 's adherents was most notable among Roman Catholics and mainline Protestants. 


Death Sentence in Boston Bombing 

Case Doesn’t Change Reality of Lost Limbs 

“T feel justice for my family, but I have to watch my two sons put a leg on every day so I don’t know. 
Is this closure?” 

Her two adult sons each lost a leg as a result of the attack at the Bos- 
ton Marathon, and Liz Norden described the jury s verdict of death for 
Dzhokhar Tsarnaev as “bittersweet.” 


Legislature Won’t but Governor Acts 

to Protect Deniers of Service to Same-sex Couples 

“We don’t support discrimination in Louisiana and we do support reli- 
gious liberty. These two values can be upheld at the same time.” 

The Louisiana Legislature voted down a bill that would forbid action 
against anyone refusing service to same-sex couples by citing a religious 
belief or moral conviction. Governor Bobby Jindal immediately issued 
an executive order to accomplish what the defeated bill was written to 
accomplish. 


Jindal 


AP Images 


lreland’s Leader Issues an Odd Assessment of Same-sex “Marriage” Approval 

“This decision makes every citizen equal and I believe it will strengthen the institution of marriage.” 
Many believe that voter approval of same-sex “marriage” dealt a blow to marriage. But Ireland’s 
Prime Minister Enda Kenny expects that the redefinition of the institution for sodomites is a way to 
strengthen marriage. 


ISIS Victories Blamed on Failures of Iraqi Forces 
“The Iraqi forces were not outnumbered. In fact, they vastly outnumbered the opposing force and with- 
drew from the site. That says to me and, I think, to most of us, that we have an issue with the will of the 
Iraqis to fight ISIL (or ISIS) and defend themselves.” 

Secretary of Defense Ashton Carter soundly criticized the U.S.-trained Iraqi forces for demonstrating 
“no will to fight” as the recent Islamic State's forces conquered Ramadi. 


Hillary Opponent Comments About 

Her Unwillingness to Take a Stand 

“Hillary Clinton can be for the trade agreement — the president is. She 

can be against the trade agreement — I am, Elizabeth Warren and many 

others are. But I just don’t know how you don’t have an opinion on this 

enormously important issue.” 

Having announced his candidacy for the Democratic nomination for 

president, Senator Bernie Sanders (I-Vermont) nudged front-running ; 

Hillary Clinton to start taking positions on key issues. Bernie 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMaNus Sandurs 
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With the help of Western globalists, China is actively pursuing a leading role in the New 


World Order. 


by Alex Newman 


earning to speak Chinese may be a 
really good investment — at least if 


the globalists get their way. 

In 2009, billionaire establishment 
power broker George Soros, a close ally 
and financier of Obama, called for the 
communist regime ruling mainland China 


10 


to “own” what he referred to as the “New 
World Order.” Speaking to the Financial 
Times about what Obama should discuss 
while in Beijing, the self-styled philan- 
thropist declared that the United States 
and the U.S. dollar were on their way 
down, and that the Communist Party re- 
gime must step up to the plate. 

“T think you really need to bring China 


into the creation of a new world order, fi- 
nancial world order,” Soros told the Finan- 
cial Times. “I think you need a new world 
order, that China has to be part of the proc- 
ess of creating it and they have to buy in, 
they have to own it in the same way as the 
United States owns ... the current order.” 
It was hardly a slip up. The next year, 
while receiving the Globalist of the Year 
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award from the Canadian International 
Council, Soros again called for China’s 
participation in the emerging global-gov- 
ernance regime. “They have now got to 
accept responsibility for world order and 
the interests of other people as well,” de- 
clared Soros. “Today, China has not only 
a more vigorous economy, but actually a 
better functioning government than the 
United States.” 

Soros, of course, is hardly the only se- 
nior globalist who has been openly cele- 
brating the rise of Communist China’s rul- 
ers as key players in the emerging “New 
World Order.” From Beijing to Moscow 
and Washington, D.C., to London, global- 
ists are all openly pushing for this new 
order, which is essentially just a euphe- 
mism for world government. 

In a joint statement put out by Obama and 
then-Chinese dictator Hu Jintao, Obama 
made clear that he was fully on board with 
the agenda. “The United States reiterated 
that it welcomes a strong, prosperous, and 
successful China that plays a greater role in 
world affairs,” the declaration reads. 

The internationalists’ intent to make 
China an integral part of the New World 
Order — to even “own” it, according to 
Soros — should tell us a great deal about 
the type of New World Order Soros and 
his ilk envision. After all, not only does 
the People’s Republic of China hold the 
distinction of murdering more people than 
any other regime in history, but China today 
still brutalizes and oppresses its citizens, 
from forcing women to undergo abortions 
in compliance with its one-child policy to 
persecuting believers for practicing their 
faith (see the article on page 17). If such 
a regime is “actually a better functioning 
government than the United States,” as 
Soros claims, how would Soros have the 
new world function? How about his fellow 
globalists? 

Anyone who doubts that a communist 
regime as despotic as China’s could realis- 
tically become a leading player in the New 
World Order need only to survey the re- 
cord to learn otherwise. This record, sum- 
marized below, includes China’s ascen- 
dency in the existing “global governance” 
institutions — the United Nations, the In- 
ternational Monetary Fund, and more. It 
also includes the new global governance 
architecture that China is building that will 
complement the already-existing structure, 
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Anyone who doubts that a communist regime as 


despotic as China’s could realistically become a 
leading player in the New World Order need only to 
survey the record to learn otherwise. 


according to the architects themselves. Fi- 
nally, the record shows that China is by 
no means single-handedly increasing its 
dominance — that Western globalists’ fin- 
gerprints are all over China’s rise. 


Dominating UN Global Governance 
China’s membership in the United Na- 
tions was originally held by the free Re- 
public of China (Taiwan, ROC) not the 
People’s Republic of China. But much 
to the UN’s everlasting shame, in 1971 
the dictators’ club on the East River rec- 
ognized the tyrannical PRC as the only 
legal government of China and expelled 
the ROC. As a result, Communist China 
replaced the ROC as one of the five veto- 
wielding permanent members of the pow- 
erful Security Council, which not only 
issues resolutions supposedly binding on 
the world’s nations but also purportedly 
is authorized to order military action to 
put teeth behind its decisions. 

Despite its deplorable human rights 
record, Communist China possesses a 
seat on the UN’s Human Rights Council. 
Of course, at the very least this should 


Billionaire Obama ally and 
Rothschild-dynasty protégé George 
Soros wants Communist China to 
“own” what he touts as the “New 
World Order” as the United States 
owned the old. 


sound an alarm bell about the UN’s con- 
cept of human rights. 

Other UN agencies or programs where 
China’s influence is prominent include: 

¢ UN Industrial Development Organi- 
zation: The little-known UNIDO “aims to 
improve the living conditions of people 
and promote global prosperity through ... 
sustainable industrial development” — a 
euphemism for limiting industrial output 
to what the UN deems “sustainable.” In 
2013, the outfit’s members selected Chi- 
nese Communist Li Yong, the regime’s 
former “vice-minister of finance,” as 
executive director. “[The regime ruling] 
China will inevitably need to be given 
more rights in international activities, such 
as the right to participate and the right to 
have a voice in international affairs,” Li 
was quoted as saying by regime-controlled 
propaganda outlets. 

¢ UN International Telecommunica- 
tions Union: Communist Chinese agent 
Houlin Zhao was selected last year to 
lead the ITU, which promotes interna- 
tional cooperation in assigning satellite 
orbits, oversees global use of the radio 
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spectrum, and promotes and develops 
worldwide technical standards. It is also 
seeking control over the Internet. If an 
ITU led by a Communist Chinese op- 
erative whose bosses run a totalitarian 
censorship regime dubbed the “Great 
Firewall of China” were not troubling 
enough, Zhao’s comments raised even 
more alarm worldwide. “We [at the ITU] 
don’t have a common interpretation of 
what censorship means,” the agency chief 
was quoted as saying by the Korean Yon- 
hap news agency when asked about cen- 
sorship. He believes censorship is in the 
eye of the beholder. 

¢ UN World Health Organization: Com- 
munist Chinese loyalist Margaret Chan is 
the director-general of WHO, which has 
been attempting to usurp increasingly dra- 
conian powers over humanity under the 
guise of “health” on everything from try- 
ing to impose global tobacco taxes and ac- 
quiring more draconian quarantine powers 
to establishing a planetary “mental health” 
regime. Last year in Western Africa, citing 
the Ebola outbreak, Chan claimed “global 
health authorities” would need to help im- 
pose “new measures such as deploying sol- 
diers to quarantine stricken neighborhoods 
in Sierra Leone,” the Wall Street Journal re- 
ported. Now, after being “criticized” in the 
establishment press for not doing enough 
to stop Ebola, Chan is working to supersize 
and further empower the WHO with bigger 
budgets and more authority. 

¢ UN International Civil Aviation Or- 
ganization: In March of this year, the 
ICAO selected Dr. Fang Liu of Commu- 
nist China to sit as secretary-general for a 
three-year term. That UN agency, among 
other troubling activities, has been at the 
forefront of the ongoing effort to impose 
UN “carbon taxes” on air travel under the 
guise of stopping alleged man-made glob- 
al warming and averting a “trade war,” as 
THE NEw AMERICAN reported in 2012. A 
supposed dispute over CO, taxes between 
the European Union and Beijing is what 
drove efforts to have the tax on air travel 


AP Ime 


Dems 


Communist Chinese loyalist Houlin Zhao, who said censorship is in the eye of the beholder, now 
runs the UN agency seeking to control the Internet, one of many UN bodies controlled by Chinese 
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imposed at the global level — paid straight 
to the UN. Globalists all agreed that a UN 
tax would settle the matter, and its promot- 
ers are still hard at work. 

¢« UN Framework Convention on Cli- 
mate Change: UNFCCC executive sec- 
retary Christiana Figueres, who is Costa 
Rican, claims that the communist regime 
in Beijing is “doing it right” when it 
comes to fighting alleged global warming 
— despite China being among the most 
polluted nations on Earth. Figueres told 
Bloomberg that the Chinese regime is 
able to implement UN-backed “climate” 
schemes more efficiently because it does 
not have to deal with “legislative hur- 
dles” such as those in the United States 
and other nations where citizens are sup- 
posed to have a say in government. 

¢ Rio+20 Summit: The secretary-gener- 
al of the UN Conference on Sustainable 
Development in Rio de Janeiro in 2012 
was notorious anti-American Chinese 
Communist Sha Zukang. In addition to 
openly expressing his hatred of America, 
Zukang had presented an award to the Chi- 
nese general responsible for massacring 
student protesters at Tiananmen Square. 

¢ UNESCO: The most recent General 
Conference of the UN Education, Sci- 


Plenty of evidence suggests that the Western world’s 
decline and Communist China’s rise have been 
deliberately aided and even engineered by the globalist 
eStablishment in the United States and Europe. 
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entific, and Cultural Organization was 
chaired by former Beijing “education 
vice-minister” Hao Ping. UNESCO itself, 
of course, is chaired by a Bulgarian Com- 
munist, Irina Bokova, who is right now 
considered the “frontrunner” to be the next 
secretary-general of the broader UN. Last 
year, UNESCO appointed Peng Liyuan, 
wife of Communist Chinese dictator Xi 
Jinping, to serve as a “Special Envoy” for 
female education. “You are an immense 
role model for millions of young girls in 
China and beyond,” UNESCO boss Bo- 
kova told Peng at the ceremony in Paris. 
That UN agency is openly seeking to im- 
pose, among other ideas, global “educa- 
tion standards” on humanity. 

* UN “Peacekeeping’’: Of the five per- 
manent UN Security Council members, 
Beijing is the largest contributor to UN 
“peacekeeping” operations, deploying 
thousands of Communist Chinese troops, 
police, and advisors around the world 
under UN command. Analysts and even 
the regime say its growing appetite for 
participating in UN military schemes is 
indicative of its rise in global prominence 
— both in foreign affairs and economics. 

The above examples are just the begin- 
ning of Beijing’s long-term plan to accu- 
mulate power within the UN, according 
to the dictatorship itself. In a “blue book” 
published recently by the regime’s China 
Institute of International Studies, Bei- 
jing’s Foreign Ministry reported on April 
2, “China will target a bigger role in inter- 
national affairs after recent successes in 
global diplomacy.” Senior regime officials 
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have been boasting for months that Beijing 
is training up an army of staffers to hold key 
positions of influence in UN agencies and 
other “global governance” mechanisms. 

And it is clear that, for Beijing and its 
allies, the UN must be at the center of the 
emerging global order. In a 2013 joint dec- 
laration, for example, top Communist Chi- 
nese officials joined with their counterparts 
in the BRICS regimes — Brazil, Russia, 
India, and South Africa — to openly push 
the agenda. “The UN enjoys universal 
membership and is at the center of global 
governance,” the rulers said. (Emphasis 
added.) “We underscore our commitment 
to work together in the UN to continue 
our cooperation and strengthen multilat- 
eral approaches in international relations 
based on the rule of law and anchored in 
the Charter of the United Nations.... We 
are fully committed to a coordinated inter- 
governmental process for the elaboration 
of the UN development agenda.” 

Last year, a collection of over 100 of 
the world’s communist, Islamist, and so- 
cialist tyrants, along with some elected 
but mostly corrupt Third World regimes, 
gathered in Bolivia at the G77 plus China 
summit to demand what they called a 
“New World Order to Live Well.” UN boss 
Ban Ki-moon joined the anti-American, 
anti-freedom, anti-national sovereignty, 
anti-free market festivities, calling on the 
assembled rulers — the biggest bloc at 
the UN — to keep pushing “sustainable 
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development” and global-warming alarm- 
ism. The goal: foisting what he also called 
a “New World Order” on humanity. And 
they all made clear, even in the summit’s 
final declaration, that the UN would be at 
the heart of that order. 


“As U.S. politicians of both political par- 
ties are still shuffling back and forth be- 
tween the White House and Capitol Hill 
without striking a viable deal to bring nor- 
mality to the body politic they brag about, 
it is perhaps a good time for the befuddled 
world to start considering building a de- 
Americanized world,” wrote Liu Chang, 
a writer for Beijing’s espionage and prop- 
aganda agency known as Xinhua, in an 
undoubtedly regime-approved editorial. 
“Such alarming days when the destinies 
of others are in the hands of a hypocriti- 
cal nation have to be terminated, and a 
new world order should be put in place.... 
To that end, several corner stones should 
be laid to underpin a de-Americanized 
world.” In such a world, the U.S. dollar 
would no longer be the world’s reserve 
currency, and U.S. influence in the instru- 
ments of global economic governance 
such as the World Bank and IMF would 
be diminished. China, on the other hand, 
would dominate. 

Top Chinese officials and central bank- 
ers have long been pushing for the IMF to 


Along with its socialist and communist-minded allies ruling Brazil, Russia, India, and South 
Africa, Beijing is working through the BRICS alliance to create more “global governance” 
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unveil a truly planetary currency to replace 
the U.S. dollar as the global reserve curren- 
cy. “A super-sovereign reserve currency not 
only eliminates the inherent risks of credit- 
based sovereign currency, but also makes it 
possible to manage global liquidity,” wrote 
Chinese central-bank boss Zhou Xiaochuan 
in his public paper calling for a world cur- 
rency run by the IMF. 

Communist Chinese operatives are al- 
ready hard at work within the globalist eco- 
nomic institution, including, for example, 
IMF Deputy Managing Director Zhu Min, 
a former top official at the Chinese regime’s 
central bank. Zhu is right now busy trying 
to include the Chinese yuan in the basket of 
currencies that make up the special drawing 
rights (SDR). Now the IMF’s current boss 
openly says its headquarters may be moved 
from Washington to Beijing. “The way 
things are going, I wouldn’t be surprised 
if one of these days the IMF was head- 
quartered in Beijing,” IMF chief Christine 
Lagarde said at the London School of Eco- 
nomics last year. 

Perhaps not surprisingly, more than a 
few U.S. allies, and even the Obama ad- 
ministration, have jumped on board the 
bandwagon to give Beijing, along with 
the Kremlin, a greater leadership role 
at the IMF at U.S. expense as the world 
moves toward a New World Order heavily 
influenced by Communist China. In fact, 
when then-U.S. Treasury Secretary Timo- 
thy Geithner was asked about Beijing’s 
global-currency proposal, he said, “We’re 
actually quite open to that.” 

The only serious remaining obstacle now 
to supersizing the IMF and handing Bei- 
jing more power within it at U.S. expense 
is getting the U.S. Congress to agree to the 
“reforms,” which include doubling the tax- 
payer-provided resources while reducing 
U.S. influence (including potentially the 
loss of its veto) and empowering Beijing 
and other foreign governments. So desper- 
ate is the Western establishment to empow- 
er the IMF and Beijing’s regime that IMF 
boss Lagarde offered to “belly dance” for 
U.S. lawmakers if they would just approve 
the reforms. When the belly-dance offer 
failed to persuade lawmakers, the IMF and 
its member regimes began plotting how to 
bypass the U.S. veto. Globalists in the East 
and West have said they will not give up 
until their “reforms” become reality. 

“We stress the importance of the cen- 
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tral role of the United Nations in global 
economic governance,” the regime and 
more than 130 others said in the joint 
“New World Order” declaration last year, 
demanding a bigger say in the emerging 
world economic government for the G77 
plus China. “New attempts must now be 
made to establish proper global economic 
governance, with the full voice, repre- 
sentation and participation of developing 
countries in discussions and decision- 
making.” The despot-dominated UN 
General Assembly, where the G77 plus 
China bloc controls almost two-thirds of 
the votes, should become the “emblem of 
global sovereignty” and launch “a process 
to reform the international financial and 
monetary system,” they said. 


| ure 
In addition to accumulating more and more 
influence within existing international in- 
stitutions, Beijing has also been creating 
a dizzying array of its own outfits to plug 
into the new “multi-polar” world order it 
says it is seeking. Though the new China- 
created institutions are now portrayed as 
rivals to their older Western counterparts, 
Chinese leaders view the globalist archi- 
tecture they are constructing as comple- 
mentary to the Western-built architecture. 

Most recently, despite ostensible U.S. 
opposition, even traditional U.S. allies 
rushed to join the new Shanghai-based 
Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank 
(AIIB), which will essentially serve as a 
new addition to the existing architecture 
of global economic governance. The mas- 
sive institution, set to have an initial capital 
stock of $100 billion, is aimed at “scaling 
up financing for sustainable development,” 
as defined by the UN, and fostering more 
“global economic governance.” 

The scramble by USS. allies to join the 
“rival” AIIB — Taiwan, South Korea, the 
United Kingdom, and Australia, among 
others, all applied to become “found- 
ing members” — gave the United States 
what the establishment press painted as a 
“black eye.” But it is by no means an ob- 
stacle to the emerging New World Order. 
In fact, the AIIB is set to play a major 
role in “global governance,” according 
to Beijing and the UN. Some analysts 
even claimed its emergence signified a 
new era of “Pax Sinica” that is replacing 
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the supposed U.S.-led world order of past 
generations. Chinese Foreign Ministry 
spokesperson Hua Chunying, however, 
said that the founding of the bank is a 
“constructive move that will complement 
the current international economic order 
and enable China to shoulder more global 
responsibility.” 

In tandem with the AIIB, Beijing is also 
rolling out what it refers to as its “New 
Silk Road” and the “Maritime Silk Road” 
projects. The plans, which involve massive 
infrastructure expansion and new trade 
routes over land and sea, aim to connect 
Communist China directly with the rest 
of Eurasia and Africa so Beijing can more 
successfully peddle its goods and services, 
manufactured by its vast armies of practi- 
cally slave laborers in regime-controlled 
“companies.” According to an article by 
Xinhua, the plans will produce “more capi- 
tal convergence and currency integration.” 

Before that, the communist- and socialist- 
minded regimes ruling the BRICS unveiled 
plans for a new international “development” 
bank. Now known as the “New Develop- 
ment Bank,” the entity also plans to provide 
$100 billion in upfront capital for various 
projects. Like the AIIB, this bank is also 
painted as a rival to existing global gover- 
nance mechanisms. But in reality, the new 
bank represents merely another tentacle of 
the emerging world order, as Beijing and 
other BRICS regimes have made clear. 

Last year, in its China Monitor publi- 
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cation, the Mercator Institute for China 
Studies (MERICS) highlighted Beijing’s 
“shadow” network of globalist outfits. The 
report noted that (contrary to the claims 
of analysts who portray the scheming as 
a “challenge” to existing globalist insti- 
tutions) the communist regime “is not 
seeking to demolish or exit from current 
international organizations.” Instead, it 
“is constructing supplementary — in 
part complementary, in part competitive 
— channels for shaping the international 
order beyond Western claims to leader- 
ship.” It cited the BRICS, the AIIB, the 
Shanghai Cooperation Organization, and 
numerous other examples to make its case. 

In a column about China’s “New World 
Order,” meanwhile, Director Lee Jong- 
Wha at Korea University’s Asiatic Re- 
search Institute observed that Beijing was 
“using its growing clout to reshape global 
economic governance.” Despite apparent 
obliviousness to the danger of having 
the dictatorship help design a system of 
“global governance,” Lee, who also led 
the Office of Regional Economic Inte- 
gration at the Asian Development Bank, 
noted that “China’s approach to influenc- 
ing global governance is only beginning 
to emerge.” The dictatorship has openly 
stated as much. 

Beijing has also been rapidly expanding 
its cooperation with — and in some cases 
domination of — regional governments, 
ranging from the European Union and 
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the African Union to the Union of South 
American States, the Community of Latin 
American and Caribbean States, and Putin’s 
Eurasian Union. China has even financed 
the construction of the entire $200 million 
headquarters of the African Union. And it 
is working with its own regional schemes 
including the Shanghai Cooperation Organ- 
ization, a political, economic, and military 
cooperation body that includes the Kremlin 
and other governments in the region. 

Still, despite its own additions to ma- 
chinery of global governance, Beijing 
and its allies have made clear that the UN 
must remain at the center. In their final 
“New World Order to Live Well” declara- 
tion, signed by more than 130 rulers from 
around the world involved in the G77 
plus Communist China bloc, the regimes 
called for what amounts to global tyranny, 
central planning, and massive wealth re- 
distribution from Western taxpayers to op- 
pressive Third World governments. From 
a stronger UN better able to implement its 
“mandates” to empowering the UN Gen- 
eral Assembly as an “emblem of global 
sovereignty,” the document demands a 
dramatic planetary transformation to be 
tun and led by the UN itself. 

“We fully respect the principles and 
purposes of the Charter of the United Na- 
tions and international law,” the regimes 
said in the final agreement, calling for the 
“strengthening” of the UN for a wide va- 
riety of purposes. “We recognize that the 
United Nations needs to improve its capa- 
bilities and capacities to fully implement its 
mandates.” (Emphasis added.) The agree- 
ment, dubbed the “Declaration of Santa 
Cruz: For a New World Order for Living 
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Well,” also called for empowering the 
despot-dominated UN General Assembly 
to be a sort of veto-proof planetary legis- 
lature. In other words, claims by analysts 
that China’s global governance projects are 
a “challenge” to the existing architecture of 
global governance are simply not credible. 
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The unabashed support that Beijing enjoys 
from the highest echelons of the globalist 
Western establishment is nothing new. In 
fact, though full diplomatic relations be- 
tween the United States and China were 
not established until 1978, U.S. policy 
decisions during and after World War II 
paved the way for the communist takeover 
of mainland China in 1949. “American dip- 
lomats surrendered the territorial integrity 
and the political independence of China ... 
and wrote the blueprint for the Communist 
conquest of China in secret agreement at 
Yalta,” observed General Patrick Hurley, 
the U.S. Ambassador to China at the end of 
World War II. Numerous other senior U.S. 
officials have echoed those concerns. From 
equipping the Chinese Communists in the 
mid-1940s via the Soviet regime (under the 
guise of fighting Japan) to deliberately be- 
traying nationalist Chinese leader Chiang 
Kai-shek, the U.S. government and the 
Western establishment were crucial to the 
betrayal of China to communism. 

The globalists were evidently pleased 
with their handiwork. In a 1973 op-ed in 
the New York Times, for example, senior 
globalist architect David Rockefeller actu- 
ally celebrated the mass-murdering regime 
after a trip to China. “Whatever the price 


of the Chinese Revolution, it has obviously 
succeeded not only in producing more effi- 
cient and dedicated administration, but also 
in fostering high morale and community of 
purpose,” he claimed, seemingly oblivious 
to the ghoulishness of his words. “The so- 
cial experiment in China under Chairman 
Mao’s leadership is one of the most im- 
portant and successful in human history.” 
The Western banking magnate neglected to 
mention that it also resulted in the murder 
of an estimated 77 million innocent people, 
according to University of Hawaii demo- 
cide scholar R.J. Rummel. 

And in the 1990s, President Bill Clin- 
ton made sure that Beijing had access to 
America’s most sensitive military secrets 
and technology as part of what came to 
be known as “ChinaGate,” sparking out- 
rage among senior U.S. military officials. 
“President Clinton promised to restrain 
those who ordered the Tiananmen Square 
massacre, but he has now allowed these 
men whose hands are stained with the 
blood of martyrs of freedom into the high- 
est reaches of our military defenses, and 
made available to them significant por- 
tions of our advanced military technol- 
ogy,” wrote former Joint Chiefs of Staff 
Chairman Admiral Thomas Moorer. 

Without Western assistance, the Chi- 
nese Communist regime would not have 
been able to subjugate the mainland much 
less possess its present clout. Yet global- 
ists believe it should be even more influ- 
ential on the world stage. “The West has 
failed to accord China — not to mention 
the other major emerging economies — 
the degree of influence in today’s global 
governance structures that it merits,” com- 
plained globalist Javier Solana, the former 
secretary-general of NATO and EU High 
Representative for Foreign and Security 
Policy. “This may be about to change.” 

Throughout the piece, Solana also chas- 
tises the West for not giving the regime 
in Beijing even more control over “global 
governance.” He also calls repeatedly on 
“advanced countries” to “overcome their 
strategic mistrust of China.” “The West 
must still do more not only to welcome 
China to the table of global governance, 
but also to accept and cooperate with the 
institutions that the Chinese are now cre- 
ating,” the former NATO boss continued. 
“China’s move into multilateral processes 
is good news for the world.” 
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As part of the scandal known as “ChinaGate,” then-President Bill Clinton, seen here with 
then-Chinese dictator Jiang Zemin, handed Beijing much of America’s most sensitive military 


technology. 


Plenty of evidence suggests that the 
Western world’s decline and Communist 
China’s rise have been deliberately aided 
and even engineered by the globalist estab- 
lishment in the United States and Europe. 
Again, as mentioned at the beginning of 
the article, billionaire George Soros, one 
of Obama’s most important backers, even 
put it explicitly, saying Communist China 
should “own” the “New World Order” in 
the same way the United States owns the 
fast-declining current world order. And 
that is exactly what is happening. 

Earlier this year, the globalist Council 
on Foreign Relations, which played a key 
role in China’s rise and in the emergence 
of the “global governance” system being 
imposed on humanity, came out with a 
new report calling for revising the U.S. 
government’s “Grand Strategy” toward 
China. “Because the American effort to 
‘integrate’ China into the liberal interna- 
tional order has now generated new threats 
to U.S. primacy in Asia — and could result 
in a consequential challenge to American 
power globally — Washington needs a 
new grand strategy toward China that 
centers on balancing the rise of Chinese 
power rather than continuing to assist its 
ascendancy,” wrote CFR Senior Fellow 
Robert D. Blackwill and Carnegie En- 
dowment for International Peace Senior 
Associate Ashley J. Tellis. 

The admission that Washington, D.C., 
continues to “assist” China’s “ascendan- 
cy” — even if accompanied by a recom- 
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mendation against continuing to assist 
— was a rare moment of honesty from 
the CFR. The rest of the report, though, 
is less so. Instead of revising strategy, 
for example, the report mostly advocates 
more Big Government, more globalism, 
and more of the same generally. In fact, 
its “solutions” for “balancing” the glob- 
alist-backed rise of Communist China 
read like a wish list of extremist globalist 
scheming — and would almost be come- 
dic if the implications were not so seri- 
ous, and likely to accelerate the decline 
of the United States as China rises. 

For example, the CFR report calls on 
Congress to “substantially increase the 
U.S. defense budget.” Having the federal 
government that is $18 trillion in debt 
borrow even more money from Beijing 
to rein in Beijing makes about as much 
sense as George W. Bush’s 2008 claim 
that he “abandoned free market principles 
to save the free market system.” Also on 
the agenda are more pseudo-free trade re- 
gimes. “U.S. grand strategy toward China 
will be seriously weakened without deliv- 
ering on the TPP [Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship trade agreement],” the report claims. 
“A major push by the White House for 
ratification should therefore begin im- 
mediately in the new Congress, including 
seeking trade promotion authority.” Iron- 
ically, top Communist Chinese officials 
are also celebrating the TPP, expressing 
interest in joining while pointing out that 
it would serve as a steppingstone toward a 


broader Beijing/Moscow-led Free Trade 
Area of the Asia-Pacific (FTAAP). Other 
proposals include “revitalizing the U.S. 
economy” (though not with free markets 
or honest money), passing the draconian 
Cyber Information Security Protection 
Act (CISPA), and engaging in “high- 
level diplomacy with Beijing.” 

None of that will do anything to contain 
Communist China or even slow the glob- 
alist buildup of its might. It will, however, 
further damage the United States while 
paving more road leading toward a more 
Beijing-centric World Order. 

As Communist China’s brutal autocrats 
begin to wield more and more control 
over “global governance,” what might 
the “New World Order” they admit they 
are building look like — a world where 
the veto-proof, dictator-dominated UN 
General Assembly acts as the “emblem 
of global sovereignty”? The way China’s 
leaders “govern” the People’s Republic 
of China should provide a strong clue 
among many. 

Already, with Beijing’s and Washing- 
ton’s strong backing, the UN is on the 
verge of becoming a dictator-dominated 
global government, and the IMF is openly 
being groomed to serve as the planetary 
central bank. If liberty and Western Civi- 
lization are to survive, the brakes must be 
slammed on the plot — and soon. Whistle- 
blowers from within the UN system who 
have spoken to THE NEW AMERICAN about 
the issue argue that a U.S. withdrawal 
from the UN and the broader emerging 
“global governance” regime is not even 
enough. Instead, the UN and its tentacles 
must be entirely abolished. 

Still, even simply cutting off U.S. tax- 
payer funding and U.S. government sup- 
port for the UN, the IMF, and various other 
organizations would go a long way toward 
reducing the threat. Ending the U.S. gov- 
ernment’s suicidal policies toward Beijing 
— borrowing trillions of dollars from it 
just to stay afloat, for example, or turn- 
ing a blind eye to the communist regime’s 
massive espionage apparatus aimed at 
the United States — will be important 
as well. Americans concerned about the 
danger must get educated, organized, and 
activated. If they do not, a Communist 
Chinese-style “New World Order” may 
well become a reality, while liberty and 
sovereignty disappear. Hl 
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Though Americans might hear about the new, liberal, Westernized China, there really is 
no such thing. China’s communist government is still oppressive — even murderous. 
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by Alex Newman 


(C\ urvivor Lizhi He, a practitioner of 
&y, the spiritual discipline Falun Gong, 
h_J spent 1,280 miserable days in a Chi- 
nese gulag. At a 2013 summit attended by 
this writer in the Israeli Knesset that focused 
on Communist Chinese organ harvesting, 
the survivor of the regime’s prison camps 
told his story to the assembled lawmak- 
ers and dignitaries, and described the sav- 
age torture he endured — months of being 
forced to sit motionless, severe beatings, 
being soaked in cold water in the winter, 
electroshock torture, humiliation, dehu- 
manization, and much more. Many victims 
never make it out alive, though, so Lizhi, 
who almost lost his life at the hands of his 
captors, was fortunate in at least one respect. 
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Charged and prosecuted in a “sham” 
court for allegedly “sabotaging the imple- 
mentation of the law,” Lizhi was impris- 
oned for his unwavering beliefs that defied 
the official orthodoxy espoused by China’s 
totalitarian rulers. The regime considers 
Falun Gong — a discipline it once pro- 
moted — to be an “evil cult” that must be 
suppressed at all costs. So when Lizhi, an 
award-winning engineer with the Construc- 
tion Ministry, was caught sending letters to 
friends and colleagues explaining what he 
viewed as the truth about the movement, 
the reprisals were swift and horrifying. He 
was abducted in Tiananmen Square and 
hauled off to be tortured and brainwashed. 

The prison camp was brutal. “In addition 
to the physical torture ... we were forced 
to read literature defaming Falun Gong,” 


Among other atrocities perpetrated against 
members of the Falun Gong spiritual 
movement, Beijing has been kidnapping 
them and harvesting their organs for senior 
communist officials and wealthy foreigners. 


he explained after describing the barbaric 
torture methods employed against him and 
his fellow inmates — especially other pris- 
oners of conscience and Falun Gong prac- 
titioners. “I was shocked by high-voltage 
electric batons.... All of these atrocities 
targeted my beliefs and conscience. Falun 
Gong prisoners were never treated like 
humans unless we gave up our beliefs.” 
He was also conscripted as a slave laborer 
making products for export. 

Even today, countless victims remain in 
China’s notorious prison camps because 
of their beliefs. “It is sad to say that my ex- 
perience of incarceration was just one of 
the hundreds of thousands of experiences 
of innocent Chinese people who practice 
Falun Gong,” Lizhi explained, urging the 
world to speak out. “Such tragedies are 
still happening in China in the name of 
law.” While the Canadian government 
helped rescue Lizhi and his wife, and 
Amnesty International and other organ- 
izations took up his cause, many others 
have not been so fortunate. At the same 
summit in Jerusalem where Lizhi told his 
story, a documentary entitled Free China: 
The Courage to Believe highlighted other 
atrocities — and it is all ongoing. 

Despite claims to the contrary, the re- 
gime ruling mainland China remains bru- 
tal and authoritarian to the core — and it 
is now being groomed to play a leading 
role in what globalists and the dictatorship 
itself refer to as the “New World Order” 
(see article on page 10). If the Commu- 
nist Party regime is going to “own” the 
New World Order, as globalist billionaire 
and Obama ally George Soros put it, what 
might such an order look like? To get a 
sneak preview, a look at the regime itself 
offers many hints. 
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Suffel ng 
Many Westerners today have a much more 
positive image of the People’s Republic of 
China than that reflected by Lizhi’s tes- 
timony at the Israeli Knesset or by other 
eyewitness accounts. Even many who 
are aware that the regime has been one of 
the most totalitarian in history nonethe- 
less believe that the PRC has “reformed” 
and is no longer even “communist.” But 
why should the word “communist” no 
longer apply to China when the regime 
itself officially claims to be communist? 
And why should we believe that despots 
have suddenly become “democrats” when 
mass murderers have not been brought to 
justice, and when, in fact, the regime still 
honors past communist rulers such as the 
blood-drenched Chairman Mao? 
Ofcourse, apologists for the regime who 
claim that Beijing today is Jess authoritar- 
ian than Mao’s Communist Party have a 
point. After all, under Mao, the Chinese 
Communists murdered more human be- 
ings than any other cabal of criminals and 
mass-murderers in all of recorded human 
history. To be less murderous than Mao 
and company, then, is hardly a noteworthy 
accomplishment. However, the claim that 
the “new and improved” Chinese tyranny 
is much different or superior to the “old” is 
more than a little disingenuous. The post- 
Mao regime, which is a product of Mao’s 
legacy, has never relinquished absolute, un- 
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restrained power over its citizens. This was 
made very evident by the infamous Tianan- 
men Square massacre of peaceful protesters 
on June 4, 1989. And it is evident today, for 
anyone who is willing to open his eyes and 
look at the regime’s actions. 

For example, while the outright mass 
extermination of dissenters has largely 
gone by the wayside, mass murder remains 
a hallmark of Beijing rule. The regime 
continues to slaughter millions of unborn 
children in forced abortions — part of its 
savage “one-child policy” — with assis- 
tance from the U.S. taxpayer-funded UN 
Population Fund (UNFPA) and Planned 
Parenthood, according to congressional 
testimony by experts. Despite allegedly 
“easing” the grotesque one-child policy, 
millions of women and unborn children in 
China continue being subjected to forced 
abortions, in addition to mass forced ster- 
ilizations and other crimes. 

Just last month, an international scan- 
dal erupted when a teacher, five months 
pregnant, was ordered to have her child 
slaughtered — after having previously 
obtained permission from authorities to 
have a second. “Their experience dra- 
matically demonstrates what I’ve been 
saying all along: China is continuing its 
horrific practice of late-term forced abor- 
tions,” Reggie Littlejohn, the president of 
Women’s Rights Without Frontiers, told 
LifeNews. “This is savagery and it must 


Government doesn’t share any allegiance: Ruthless persecution of Christians by Beijing is 
on the rise as the atheist regime, which operates its own government-controlled “Christian” 
churches, cracks down on dissent and true Christianity. 
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be stopped.” That particular kill order was 
halted, but only thanks to tremendous do- 
mestic and international pressure. To give 
some insight into just how little value 
China’s ruling cabal attaches to human 
life or the rights of women, consider that 
a few years ago at a UN “climate” summit 
attended by this writer in Copenhagen, an 
official representative for Beijing bragged 
about how China’s coercive one-child 
policy is reducing its “carbon footprint.” 

Beyond mother and unborn children, 
other family members can also be pun- 
ished when a woman has more than her 
allotted children. Chen Guangcheng, a 
blind, self-taught lawyer who was ruth- 
lessly persecuted by the regime for his ac- 
tivism before escaping to the United States 
via the U.S. embassy, recently testified in 
Congress about the savagery. “To achieve 
its goal of population control, the Commu- 
nist Party has established a vast system to 
carry out its policy. The Party has also sig- 
naled to those on the front line that jailing, 
beating, eviction, demolition and other 
such policies are not beyond the red line, 
even at the cost of life,” he explained. “In 
my village and neighboring villages, we 
could often hear and see groups of people, 
from a dozen to several dozen and headed 
by their local party chiefs, acting like ban- 
dits, beating villagers, and holding them 
in defiance of legal procedures, day and 
night. We could hear screaming and crying 
during these operations.... If these Com- 
munist bandits failed to get the pregnant 
woman to submit to a nighttime operation 
[abortion], they would take away family 
members, relatives such as uncles and 
aunts, siblings, and even other neighbors 
within a diameter of 50 meters of the tar- 
get, usually including 10-20 households, 
by force, often with cruelty.” 

Other classes of Chinese citizens are 
also butchered on a regular basis by 
China’s communist leaders for vari- 
ous reasons — especially members of 
the spiritual movement known as Falun 
Gong, to which Lizhi belongs. According 
to countless defectors, experts, survivors, 
and other sources, Beijing literally har- 
vests body organs from political prisoners 
such as Falun Gong practitioners. Former 
Canadian Member of Parliament David 
Kilgour, also a former minister of state 
for the Asia-Pacific region, described the 
ghoulish slaughters in a book on the sub- 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ JUNE 22, 2015 


ject entitled Bloody Harvest. The book 
documents the author’s long investigation 
into China’s well-established organ trade. 
It concludes that the bazaar of organs 
comes not just from criminals sentenced 
to die, but from Falun Gong practitioners 
persecuted for their beliefs. 

Those in disfavor with the regime who 
are not killed for their organs by Beijing’s 
butcher squads often face brutal treatment 
in China’s re-education gulags. A report 
released last year by Chinese Human 
Rights Defender (CHRD) about the re- 
gime’s “black jails” noted that in these 
secret gulags, whose occupants are up to 
80 percent women, savage acts are perpe- 
trated against “unofficial” prisoners. The 
victims never even have the benefit of a 
sham trial in one of the autocracy’s kanga- 
roo courts. The report, “We Can Beat You 
to Death With Impunity”: Secret Deten- 
tion & Abuse of Women in China’s “Black 
Jails,” describes the abuses in horrifying 
detail. “Inside these shadowy detention 
cells, the predominantly female detain- 
ees — including elderly women, migrant 
women, women who lost land or were vic- 
timized by forced eviction, women with 
disabilities, and mothers with young chil- 
dren — are subjected to appalling abuses, 
from physical and sexual assaults to depri- 
vation of medical treatment,” the human- 
rights group explained. 

Falun Gong practitioners are hardly the 
only targets of Beijing belief-focused per- 
secution. Among others, the regime ruth- 
lessly persecutes Christians and other mi- 
norities, as well as anyone and everyone 
who dares to challenge its tyranny, through 
denial of work permits, imprisonment, and 
even death. And despite claims that the per- 
secution is easing, the facts say otherwise. 
According to China Aid, a Christian hu- 
man-rights organization, the dictatorship’s 
crackdown on believers last year reached 
levels unseen in at least a decade, surging 
by more than 10,000 percent over 2013 in 
terms of the number of believers sentenced 
for practicing their faith, particularly in un- 
derground churches. But even regime-ap- 
proved and -managed churches have found 
themselves in the autocracy’s cross hairs. 

China Aid’s 2014 Annual Report of 
Religious and Human Rights Persecution 
in China, dubbed “The Year of ‘Persecu- 
tion and Endurance,’” shows that religious 
persecution and human-rights abuses per- 
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Subsumed, not released: The Communist Chinese regime, which has brutally occupied Tibet for 


decades, is engaged in what many analysts and critics have referred to as “cultural genocide.” 


petrated by the regime in Beijing have 
risen by a shocking 153 percent over 2013 
overall, based on six specific categories of 
persecution. In addition to the number of 
believers sentenced (which jumped from 
12 in 2013 to 1,274 in 2014), the other 
categories of persecution are: the number 
of religious persecution cases, the number 
of believers being persecuted, the number 
detained, the number of severe abuse cases, 
and the number of individuals in severe 
abuse cases. Every category saw drastic in- 
creases in 2014 over the year before, Texas- 
based China Aid documented in its report. 

China Aid has documented 572 cases 
of persecution in which 17,884 religious 
practitioners were persecuted — a 300-per- 
cent increase over the prior year. Because 
information is so tightly controlled by the 
communist regime and its Orwellian cen- 
sorship and repression apparatus, the real 
figures of abuse are almost certainly much 
higher, China Aid acknowledged. 

Beyond oppressing Christians, the gov- 
ernment also seeks to control them, es- 
tablishing regime-controlled “Protestant” 
and “Catholic” denominations that take 
orders from the atheist Communist Party 
of China, rather than Scripture or the Vati- 
can and other church hierarchies. “The 
sinicization of Christianity amounts to 
de-Christianizing the church in China and 
eradicating the universal nature of Christi- 
anity under the appearance of constructing 
a ‘Christianity with Chinese characteris- 


tics,’ and, in the name of prioritizing the 
interests of the Communist Party, usurping 
Christian doctrine that ‘Christ is the head 
of Church,’” explains the 2014 China Aid 
report documenting the actions. 

China’s government is even oppres- 
sive outside is own borders. Enduring 
decades’ worth of brutal occupation and 
terror are the people of Tibet, a country 
that has illegally been occupied by Com- 
munist China for more than six decades. 
More than a few analysts have accused 
Beijing of “genocide” in the formerly 
sovereign nation as China works to de- 
stroy the Tibetan culture and people — 
even importing massive quantities of 
Han Chinese to displace the previous oc- 
cupants. Estimates suggest hundreds of 
thousands of Tibetans have disappeared. 
Tibetan monks have been treated espe- 
cially ruthlessly, with the regime regu- 
larly murdering, kidnapping, and forcibly 
“re-educating” (brainwashing) them with 
“patriotic re-education.” 

In 2011, the barbarity made headlines 
worldwide when communist “security” 
forces surrounded the Kirti monastery 
after a monk set himself on fire to protest 
the extermination of Tibetan culture by 
Beijing. Some 100 monks were “disap- 
peared.” “As a former political prisoner, 
I have personally experienced the kind of 
torture inflicted on Tibetans in Chinese 
prison,” said Lukar Jam, the vice-presi- 
dent of a Tibetan organization of former 
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Those in disfavor with the regime who are not killed 
for their organs by Beijing’s butcher squads often 
face brutal treatment in China’s re-education gulags — 


including women. 


political prisoners. “The Kirti monks are 
innocent and are under attack for simply 
expressing their internationally recog- 
nized right to freedom of religion.” Bei- 
jing says it is all for their own good. 

Also suffering from Communist Party 
of China persecution is the Muslim Ui- 
ghur population of Western China in Xin- 
jiang. Many of the locals are against being 
ruled by Beijing and are seeking to regain 
independence. In response, the dictator- 
ship has engaged in a brutal crackdown, 
with its “security” agents reportedly mas- 
sacring protesters on the spot and firing 
indiscriminately into crowds of civilians 
on a regular basis — most recently killing 
four and wounding dozens after shoot- 
ing into a protest in May 2014. “China 
is consciously hardening its policies 
against Uighurs,” Seyit Tumturk, the vice 
president of the World Uyghur Congress, 
told Al-Monitor. “Especially the harsh 
crackdown on religious values that the 
Uyghurs respect has nothing to do with 
combating terror. It is ethnic and cultural 
genocide on pretext of combating terror.” 

Moreover, Beijing is working on a plan 


to uproot hundreds of millions of Chinese 
farmers from rural areas and forcibly relo- 
cate them to centrally planned new cities 
built precisely for that reason. The New 
York Times described the scheme as the 
“Great Uprooting,” evoking memories of 
Mao’s ghoulish “Great Leap Forward.” 
Those who resist the forced evictions will 
face the wrath of the regime, as hundreds 
of millions of innocent Chinese have in 
years past. But, it will all be “legal,” as 
the regime’s constitution makes clear that 
all land is owned collectively. 

But isn’t this “uprooting” the price of 
progress? Today, apologists for the re- 
gime often point to the growing prosper- 
ity of China and its alleged turn toward 
liberalizing the economy as evidence that 
Beijing has learned the error of its ways. 
Even here, though, the facts — and the 
regime itself — say otherwise. Consider, 
as just one example, the fact that virtually 
all of China’s major companies are actu- 
ally owned and run by the regime, which 
can crack down on workers — dictating 
pay, where they live, etc. — on a whim. 
Even those firms that are not technically 
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Unwilling transplants: Over the coming years, the regime in Beijing has plans to forcibly uproot 
hundreds of millions of Chinese farmers and herd them into new mega-cities constructed for the 


purpose. 
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“state-owned” are largely run by pseudo- 
“capitalist” cronies of the ruling com- 
munist oligarchs. Foreign companies in 
China, meanwhile, must agree to extreme 
restrictions — often including participa- 
tion in joint ventures with Chinese “com- 
panies” and “sharing” their technology 
and intellectual property — as a condi- 
tion of operating in China. In late May, 
the Communist Politburo even approved 
a “regulation” ordering every workplace, 
even at nominally “private” companies, 
to have a Communist Party unit so that 
party policies can be “implemented 
across society.” 

In other words, despite the appearance 
of markets, the giant Chinese companies 
are in actuality just extensions of the re- 
gime, and the economy is firmly under the 
iron fist of Beijing’s tyrants. According to 
the Heritage Foundation’s Index of Eco- 
nomic Freedom, which ranks 178 coun- 
tries based on how free they are economi- 
cally, Communist China, in 139th place, 
is “mostly unfree” and among the most 
controlled in the world. The autocracy 
describes its “state-capitalism” regime as 
“Socialism with Chinese characteristics.” 

There are certainly no “free markets” in 
China, then, except perhaps underground, 
but there is even less of a “free market” 
when it comes to ideas and opinion. The 
Chinese dictatorship operates the most so- 
phisticated censorship regime on the plan- 
et, strictly controlling the Internet and the 
state-owned “news [propaganda] media.” 
The Orwellian information-control appa- 
ratus, often dubbed the “Great Firewall of 
China,” denies Chinese subjects access 
to anything the regime does not like. If 
they dare express themselves publicly, 
the comments will be censored and the 
thought-criminals duly punished. Only a 
totalitarian state fears and suppresses free- 
dom of speech, religious freedom, and a 
free press. 

Despite claims that Communist China 
is moving in the direction of greater free- 
dom, the facts on the ground show other- 
wise. The tyranny may be slightly less ob- 
vious and overt, but the tyrants remain as 
ruthless and autocratic as ever. To borrow 
a phrase from George Orwell, if you want 
to know what a future “New World Order” 
led by Beijing might look like, “imagine 
a boot stamping on a human face — for- 
ever.” Americans must resist. ll 
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10 Reasons 
Why You Should Oppose the TPP & TTIP 


Though Republicans and big corporations are backing new transnational treaties, saying 
they'll enrich America, these treaties will do almost nothing but harm America. 


What’s in your meat? WTO ruled against a U.S. Country Of Origin Labeling (COOL) law, implying 
Americans don’t have the right to know where their meat comes from. 


by William F. Jasper 


T he U.S. Senate’s passage of Trade 
Promotion Authority (TPA) legis- 
lation on May 22 means that the 
TPA bill (also known as “Fast Track”) 
will soon be up for a vote in the House 
of Representatives. If the House follows 
suit and approves it, we can be certain 
that President Obama and his Republican 
supporters in Congress will move for ex- 
pedited action on the Trans-Pacific Part- 
nership (TPP) and the Transatlantic Trade 
and Investment Partnership (TTIP), both 
of which, Obama has stated, are top priori- 
ties of his administration. 

These twin, trans-oceanic agreements 
are massive schemes that propose a very 
radical transformation of the global po- 
litico-economic system, with revolution- 
ary integration and convergence of the 
major Atlantic and Pacific nations. The 
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TPP currently includes 12 Pacific Rim 
member states (Australia, Brunei, Cana- 
da, Chile, Japan, Malaysia, Mexico, New 
Zealand, Peru, Singapore, the United 
States, and Vietnam), but is expected to 
expand to include more nations, includ- 
ing Communist China. 

The Transatlantic Trade and Invest- 
ment Partnership (TTIP) proposes to begin 
“deep and comprehensive” integration be- 
tween the 28 member states of the Europe- 
an Union and the United States. Over the 
course of the past several years, we have 
published many articles detailing the dan- 
gers posed by these (still officially secret) 
agreements. We are bringing together here, 
in abbreviated form, 10 of those reasons 
why every American — whether identify- 
ing as Republican, Democrat, Libertarian, 
Independent, Tea Party, liberal, conserva- 
tive, or constitutionalist — should oppose 
both of these proposals. 


1: Sovereignty will be lost. 

The Trans-Pacific Partnership and Trans- 
atlantic Trade and Investment Partnership 
constitute an all-out assault on, and an ex- 
istential threat to, America’s sovereignty 
and independence. 

Even if all of the glowing economic 
predictions and rosy job promises of the 
TPP/TTIP promoters were true — and 
as we show below, there are many good 
reasons to disbelieve this prosperity prop- 
aganda — would it really be worth sac- 
rificing our national sovereignty and in- 
dependence for these purported benefits? 
Would it be worth sacrificing our liberty 
and our Constitution? Would it be worth 
subjecting ourselves and our posterity to 
the rule of international bureaucrats and 
judges? Those are not idle, speculative 
questions; they go to the core of what the 
TPP and TTIP are all about. 

Modern Preferential Trade Agreements 
(PTAs, such as NAFTA, TPP, and TTIP) 
have become so comprehensive and com- 
plex (see below) that they guarantee con- 
flict — both among the nations that are 
party to the agreement, as well as between 
private parties and the various nation-state 
parties. Resolving the conflict means re- 
sorting to adjudication. As with NAFTA, 
the TPP and TTIP create conflict resolution 
tribunals (courts) that claim the authority 
to overrule national, state, and local laws, 
as well as national and state courts and 
national and state constitutions. Addition- 
ally, PTA members often opt to appeal their 
cases to the World Trade Organization tri- 
bunal, which claims global judicial author- 
ity. In practice, this amounts, virtually, to 
legislating globally from the bench, striking 
down laws and ordering revisions. This is 
not merely a theoretical threat, it is already 
happening. Most recently, the WTO appel- 
late tribunal ruled against the United States 
in a NAFTA suit brought by Canada and 
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Foreign firms could operate here unburdened by 
the costly and onerous regulatory shackles that are 
crippling and destroying American free enterprise. 


Mexico that claimed the U.S. Country Of 
Origin Labeling (COOL) law, which re- 
quires foreign meat to be labeled as such, 
is an unfair and illegal trade practice. The 
WTO’s May 18 ruling was the fourth time 
in three years that the global court had ruled 
against COOL, even though U.S. courts 
had ruled that COOL is legal. Faced with 
WTO penalties and threats of retaliation, 
the U.S. Congress is now considering re- 
peal of COOL, and American consumers 
may soon lose the ability to discover if the 
meat at the grocery store (or the fast food 
burger/taco joint) is U.S.-raised, or from 
Mexico, Brazil, or China. 

The WTO COOL case is a harbinger of 
more to come. The TPP and TTIP would 
exempt foreign corporations from our laws 
and regulations, placing the resolution of 
any disputes regarding those matters in the 
hands of an Investor-State Dispute Settle- 
ment (ISDS) tribunal or the WTO. Besides 
unconstitutionally creating another inter- 
national judicial authority higher than our 
own courts and legislature, the agreements 
will put American businesses (particularly 
small and medium-size businesses geared 
primarily for our domestic market) at a 
serious competitive disadvantage. Foreign 
firms could operate here unburdened by 
the costly and onerous regulatory shackles 
that are crippling and destroying Ameri- 
can free enterprise. 


2: The TPP and TTIP are 

“living,” “evolving” agreements. 

On November 12, 2011, the leaders of 
the TPP nations endorsed the TPP “Trade 
Ministers’ Report to Leaders,” which 
states, inter alia: “We have agreed to de- 
velop the TPP as a living agreement... 
Therefore, the TPP teams are establishing 
a structure, institutions, and processes that 
allow the agreement to evolve.... We en- 
vision a continuing joint work program, 
including new commitments.” 

The Congressional Research Service, 
in a March 20, 2015 study entitled “The 
Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) Nego- 
tiations and Issues for Congress,” notes: 
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“The TPP has been envisaged as a ‘living 
agreement,’ one that is both open to new 
members willing to sign up to its commit- 
ments and open to addressing new issues 
as they evolve.” 

Likewise, the TTIP promoters push the 
“living” document theme. In February of 
this year, the European Council on For- 
eign Relations (ECFR) issued a report 
entitled, “A Fresh Start for TTIP,” which 
declares, “The [TTIP] negotiators should 
agree on standard harmonisation where it 
can be easily achieved ... and should set 
up an inclusive process of regulatory con- 
vergence to allow TTIP to become a liv- 
ing agreement which harmonises further 
standards later on.” 

Dr. Alberto Alemanno, the Jean Mon- 
net Professor of EU Law at HEC Paris, 
writes that “unlike any previous trade ar- 
rangement, TTIP is set to become a ‘liv- 
ing agreement’, whose obligations will 
continuously be added without the need 
to re-open the initial international treaty 
nor to modify each others’ institutional 
frameworks. Thus, should the regulators 
identify areas for convergence ... their 
agreed commitments ... will become le- 
gally binding through a sectoral annex.” 

The TPP/TTIP architects are drawing 
from the “success” of the European Union. 


In the development of the European Union 
— from its origin as the European Coal and 
Steel Community to the Common Market 
to the European Community to, finally, the 
EU — this subversive mutational process 
has been referred to as “broadening and 
deepening.” Broadening (or “widening”) 
refers to the constant expansion through 
addition of new member-states; deepen- 
ing refers to the constant creation of new 
supranational institutional structures and 
continuous expansion and usurpation by 
regional authorities of powers and juris- 
diction that previously were exercised by 
national, state, and local governments. The 
“living,” “evolving” treaties and agree- 
ments of the EU have eviscerated the 
national sovereignty of the EU member- 
states and increasingly subjugated them to 
unaccountable rulers in Brussels under the 
rubric of “integration,” “harmonization,” 
“an ever closer union,” “convergence,” 
“pooled sovereignty,” “interdependence,” 
and “comprehensive cooperation.” 


3: It’s being planned in secret. 

The Obama administration has audaciously 
claimed that the TPP and TTIP processes 
are “completely transparent,” and Presi- 
dent Obama has publicly claimed to be 
peeved by charges (false charges, he says) 
that there is any secrecy involved. But the 
president is talking utter nonsense, if facts 
mean anything. It is a fact that after more 
than three years of (secret) negotiations, the 
administration still has not made the draft 
texts of either of the agreements available 
to the public. It is a fact that the only texts 
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Our APEC/TPP “partners”: Russia’s Vladimir Putin and China’s Xi Jinping at the APEC summit. 
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China and Russia are APEC members and are scheduled to join an expanded TPP. 


the public has had access to are those that 
have been “illegally” leaked. It is a fact that 
elected members of the U.S. Congress are 
only allowed to see the text under severely 
restricted conditions: They must go to a 
special room, must leave their cellphones 
behind, may not make any copies, are 
monitored while in the room, and before 
leaving must surrender all notes they have 
taken. On the other hand, it is also a fact 
that private “cleared” representatives of, 
for example, pharmaceutical companies, 
Hollywood studios, Wall Street, and other 
corporate interests are given passwords to 
access the documents online at their leisure: 
no restrictions, inconvenience, or humilia- 
tion for these privileged elites. 

This secrecy charge is not merely some 
invention of right-wing Republicans; it 
comes also from progressives of Obama’s 
party: Oregon Senator Ron Wyden, Mas- 
sachusetts Senator Elizabeth Warren, 
Florida Representative Alan Grayson, 
Connecticut Representative Rosa De- 
Lauro, California Representative George 
Miller, and many others. If there is noth- 
ing to hide, why does the administration 
insist on shrouding the entire process in 
secrecy, and then ludicrously pretend they 
are being totally open and transparent? 


4: The TPP and TTIP 

are not about “free trade.” 
Historically, the “free trade” debate has 
centered on reducing or eliminating tar- 
iffs (taxes on imports). But US. tariffs are 
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already at historic lows. If the TTIP and 
TPP were truly about free trade and tariffs, 
they could be written in a few pages. But 
they, purportedly, are hundreds of pages 
long. This is because they deal with what 
the globalization lobby calls “non-tariff 
barriers to trade,” which can be just about 
anything and everything. Here are some of 
the things the U.S. Trade Representative’s 
website lists as matters that are covered 
by the TTIP: “Agricultural Market Ac- 
cess, Competition, Cross-Border Services, 
Customs and Trade Facilitation, Electronic 
Commerce and Telecommunications, Ener- 
gy and Raw Materials, Environment Finan- 
cial Services, Government Procurement, 
Intellectual Property Rights, Investment, 
Labor, ... Rules of Origin, Sanitary and 
Phytosanitary (SPS) Measures, Sectoral 
Annexes/Regulatory Cooperation, Small- 
and Medium-Sized Enterprises, State- 
Owned Enterprises, Technical Barriers to 
Trade (TBT), Textiles, Trade Remedies.” 
And remember, as discussed above 
in number two, since these are “living,” 
“evolving” agreements, virtually any- 
thing may be added for consideration 
in the future. No less an authority than 
WTO Director-General Pascal Lamy has 
remarked on the revolutionary nature of 
TTIP. “Authorities in Europe and America 
have given the impression that the Trans- 
atlantic Trade and Investment Partner- 
ship is just another trade agreement,” he 
said. “In fact, the proposed agreement is 
a different beast.” Lamy noted that “80 


per cent of these negotiations deal with a 
realm of regulatory convergence.” Lamy, 
who previously worked as an official in 
the French government and the EU bu- 
reaucracy, knows about convergence, 
since he helped steer the process in the 
EU. “Convergence” in EU parlance has 
come to mean iron-fisted centralized au- 
thority running roughshod over national 
and local laws and customs. 

Dr. Joseph Stiglitz, recipient of the Nobel 
Prize in economics, told the Italian Parlia- 
ment last year during testimony regarding 
the TTIP, “This is not a free trade agree- 
ment and you should not sign it.” While 
this writer might disagree with Dr. Stiglitz 
on a number of other important economic 
matters, he is certainly correct on this point 
and his warning should be heeded. Accord- 
ing to WikiLeaks, only five chapters of the 
purported 29 chapters in the TPP deal with 
matters that are considered traditional trade 
issues. 


5: It is an immigration Trojan Horse. 
The Obama administration, infamous for 
promising to use all executive means possi- 
ble (whether constitutional or not) to grant 
amnesty to illegals and to expand legal im- 
migration, is using the TPP/TTIP to replace 
our immigration system with EU-style mass 
“migration.” The still-secret agreements 
contain provisions for eviscerating our 
border controls, according to insiders who 
have studied them. “The Trans-Pacific Part- 
nership includes an entire chapter on im- 
migration,” Curtis Ellis, executive director 
of the American Jobs Alliance, remarked 
in an April 13, 2015 post for The Hill. “It 
is a Trojan horse for Obama’s immigration 
agenda. House members who were ready 
to defund the Department of Homeland Se- 
curity to stop President Obama’s executive 
action on immigration must not give him 
TPA [Fast Track], which he will use to en- 
sure his immigration actions are locked in 
when he leaves office.” 

Critics point to the fact that President 
Obama has boasted of greatly expand- 
ing the L-1 “temporary guest worker” 
program to allow corporations to bring 
hundreds of thousands of workers into the 
United States while we are suffering ex- 
tremely high unemployment. Moreover, 
Obama has already used a pseudo “free 
trade” agreement with South Korea to ex- 
pand the L-1 program with that country. 
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We can take some guidance as to where 
this could lead from the EU, which the 
TPP/TTIP architects approvingly cite as 
their model. Restricted by EU court rulings, 
EU member states have found it virtually 
impossible to restrict “migration” and even 
extremely difficult to control the deluge of 
“welfare tourism” that is bankrupting many 
of their social services. 


6: It merges America with China/Russia. 

One of the overarching arguments repeat- 
edly used by TPP promoters is that we must 
complete and adopt the TPP or Communist 
China will pre-empt us with its own trade 
pact. Likewise, they argue that we must ap- 
prove the TTIP to keep Russia in check. The 
short answer to this is that the TPP/TTIP 
proponents are being totally disingenuous 
because most of the leading architects of the 
agreements have been on record for years in 
favor of admitting both China and Russia to 
the regional/global trade regimes. China is 
already a member of the U.S.-created Asia 
Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) and 
has been integrally involved in the talks 
aimed at transforming APEC into a Free 
Trade Area of the Asia Pacific (FTAAP). 
The TPP is a key “steppingstone” in that 
process, according to the APEC/FTAAP 
architects. An important source on this 
matter is the pro-TPP book Understanding 
the Trans-Pacific Partnership published in 
2013 by the Peter G. Peterson Institute for 
International Economics (PIIE), one of the 
premier global think tanks that has played an 
especially important role in promoting the 
WTO, IMF, United Nations, and so-called 
free trade agreements, including NAFTA, 
CAFTA, TPP, and FTAAP. According to the 
PIE book, “The TPP is regarded as an inter- 
im arrangement or stepping stone toward a 
broader, region-wide Free Trade Area of the 
Asia Pacific (FTAAP).... TPP negotiators 
are ... also planning and constructing the 
trade pact with a view toward future link- 
ages with other APEC members, including 
and especially China.” (Emphasis added.) 


fi * 


True goal — world government: Council on Foreign Relations President Richard Haass says we 
must choose “either world government or anarchy.” 


Russia is also an APEC member and 
could be expected to be included in the 
FTAAP, which the Obama administration 
has been quietly developing alongside the 
TPP. As far back as 2010, the administra- 
tion posted on the White House website 
an APEC press release of November 13, 
2010 announcing: “Based on the results 
of this work, we have agreed that now is 
the time for APEC to translate FTAAP 
from an aspirational to a more concrete 
vision. To that end, we instruct APEC to 
take concrete steps toward realization of 
an FTAAP, which is a major instrument 
to further APEC’s Regional Economic 
Integration (REI) agenda.” Once that 
is achieved, both China and Russia will 
likely be full FTAAP members. 


7: Could the TPP/TTIP be used to 

foist gun control on Americans? 

This is not an “out there” question; it should 
be a genuine concern of all who treasure the 
Second Amendment. Constitutional cham- 
pion Michael Hammond, the longtime 
executive director of the Senate Steering 
Committee, has warned that “there is ample 
time to insert firearms import bans (with the 
force of statutory law)” into the TPP and/ 


Historically, the “free trade” debate has centered on 
reducing or eliminating tariffs (taxes on imports). But 
U.S. tariffs are already at historic lows. If the TTIP and 
TPP were truly about free trade and tariffs, they could 


be written in a few pages. 
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or TTIP. “Barack Obama has been rabid 
in his zeal to destroy the Second Amend- 
ment community,” Hammond notes. “Over 
and over again, he has experimented with 
a wide variety of schemes to ban guns by 
regulatory fiat: eliminating credit, banning 
ammunition, compiling a gun registry, en- 
couraging state bans, reclassifying com- 
mon guns, banning the import of guns, and 
so forth. Hammond, who is now general 
counsel for the Gun Owners of America, 
notes that despite Obama’s notorious anti- 
gun record, the Republican “leadership” in 
Congress “didn’t see fit to even purport to 
prohibit the Obama administration from 
using a trade agreement to impose a statu- 
tory gun import ban.” 


8: “Jobs and prosperity” is a myth. 
As with NAFTA and every other pseudo- 
free trade agreement, there are many poli- 
ticians, lobbyists, and think tanks making 
pie-in-the-sky claims that TPP and TTIP 
will usher in new prosperity and a wave of 
good-paying jobs. We’ve been there before. 
In 1993, the Peterson Institute for Interna- 
tional Economics released its influential 
study, “NAFTA: An Assessment,” which 
predicted that “with NAFTA, U.S. exports 
to Mexico will continue to outstrip Mexi- 
can exports to the United States, leading to 
a US. trade surplus with Mexico of about 
$7 (billion) to $9 billion annually by 1995.” 
It also predicted that the U.S. trade surplus 
with Mexico would increase to $12 billion 
annually between 2000 and 2010. The ac- 
tual result was quite different. 

In 1993, the year before NAFTA went 
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into effect, the United States had a $1.66 
billion trade surplus with Mexico; by 1995, 
the first year after NAFTA had entered into 
force, that changed to a $/5.8 billion deficit. 
By 2000, that annual deficit had soared to 
$24.5 billion, and by 2007 it hit $74.7 bil- 
lion. For 2014, our trade deficit with Mexi- 
co dipped to only $53.8 billion. In 1993, the 
year before NAFTA, we imported around 
225,000 cars and trucks from Mexico. By 
2005, our imports of Mexican-made vehi- 
cles had tripled to 700,000 vehicles annual- 
ly, and in 2012, Mexico’s export of vehicles 
to the United States surpassed 1.4 million. 
Chrysler, Ford, and GM transferred major 
production facilities (and jobs) from the 
United States to Mexico. Our trade deficits 
with Canada have followed a similar path 
since adoption of NAFTA. 

The PHE authors and other pseudo-free 
trade propagandists had cherry-picked 
data and simply invented statistics to 
fraudulently sell their product: NAFTA. If 
they were car salesmen, they would have 
gone to jail for fraud and misrepresenta- 
tion. Instead, they are back doing the same 
thing, concocting rosy statistics to sell the 
TPP and TTIP. 


9: The TPP and TTIP 

are corporatist schemes. 
Unfortunately, some of the loudest crit- 
ics on this score are notorious leftists 
who regularly parade against capitalism. 


Republican leaders have been able to use 
that fact as a reason to disregard the com- 
pelling evidence that these criticisms of 
TPP/TTIP are solidly based. First of all, it 
is important to note that in most cases the 
big, international mega-corporations long 
ago ceased to consider themselves Ameri- 
can companies and also long ago ceased to 
favor free enterprise capitalism: They are 
corporate welfare drones, the masters of 
government bailouts, government loans, 
government subsidies, government con- 
tracts. They are little different from the 
giant State Owned Enterprises (SOEs) or 
“private” corporations owned by commu- 
nist princelings and commissars in China 
and Russia. 

This is especially evident in the lineup 
of globalist corporations behind the TPP/ 
TTIP: Goldman Sachs, Boeing, Dow 
Chemical, Unilever, Chevron, Caterpillar, 
UPS, Walmart, Chase, Citi — and a bevy of 
Big Business coalitions: Global Business 
Dialogue, Business Roundtable, the U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce, Transatlantic Pol- 
icy Network, Atlantic Council, and more. 
These are “crony capitalists,” not free en- 
terprise capitalists; they prefer to use the 
power of government rather than innova- 
tion, risk, and excellence to prosper. Many 
of these corporations and associations have 
their representatives working directly with 
the TPP/TTIP negotiators, and they are the 
“cleared” elites that get privileged access 


Broken promises, shuttered factories: Each new trade agreement has come with glowing 
projections of new jobs and prosperity, but the reality has been more outsourcing and lost jobs. 
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to the documents you and I don’t get to see, 
and our elected representatives only access 
under extreme controls. 


10: The TPP and TTIP are 

regional transitions in the push 
toward a world government. 
Unquestionably, one of the most important 
organizations pushing the TPP and TTIP is 
the New York-based Council on Foreign 
Relations, the uber-think tank that has been 
promoting schemes for world government 
for nearly a century. In a 2006 op-ed en- 
titled “State sovereignty must be altered 
in globalized era,” CFR President Rich- 
ard Haass declared that we must “rethink” 
and “redefine” sovereignty because “new 
mechanisms are needed for regional and 
global governance” and “states must be 
prepared to cede some sovereignty to world 
bodies.” Due to globalization, said Haass, 
“sovereignty is not only becoming weaker 
in reality, but ... it needs to become weak- 
er.” According to the CFR chief, we must 
choose between “an international system of 
either world government or anarchy.” 

The CFR fully supports the trans-oce- 
anic political and economic “integration” 
and “convergence” plans of the TPP and 
TTIP. It works closely with the Transat- 
lantic Policy Network (TPN), which says 
its mission is “to promote and assist the 
convergence of EU/US Government poli- 
cies.” The TPN’s 1995 “Partnership Proj- 
ect” called for combining NATO with a 
merged EU-U.S. “in a single political 
framework by early in the next century.” 
In its 2008 report Completing the Trans- 
atlantic Market, the TPN went further, 
revealing that “the process of creating a 
Transatlantic Market will be an integral 
step in the evolution toward an eventual 
Transatlantic Partnership Agreement em- 
bracing the economic, political, and stra- 
tegic totality of the EU-US relationship.” 
“Totality” — did you catch that? 

This is what former French Premier Ed- 
ouard Balladur was aiming at with his 2007 
book entitled A Union of the West, which 
received the expected send-off at the New 
York Times and other “enlightened” voices 
of the globalist media choir. According to 
Balladur the new partnership must be “a 
new alliance between Europe and America, 
and even more — a true union.” And that 
is what the TPP/TTIP schemers are truly 
attempting to put over. Hl 
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Why Trade Promotion Authority/Fast Track Must Be Deteated 


Giving the president “Fast Track” authority would be a dangerous abdication of 
congressional responsibility and open the door for unconstitutional trade agreements. 


Bipartisan sellout: House Speaker John Boehner (left) and Senate Majority Leader Mitch 
McConnell (right) join President Obama at the White House on January 13, 2015. They have 
created a joint Democrat-Republican leadership effort to pass the TPP and TTIP. 


by William F. Jasper 


n our companion article “Ten Reasons 

Why You Should Oppose the TPP & 

TTIP” (page 23), we detail some of the 
most extreme dangers presented by Presi- 
dent Obama’s two mammoth pseudo-free 
trade agreements, the Trans-Pacific Part- 
nership (TPP) and the Transatlantic Trade 
and Investment Partnership (TTIP). On 
May 22, the U.S. Senate approved Trade 
Promotion Authority legislation (TPA, also 
known as Fast Track), which greases the 
skids for passage of TPP/TTIP. Now the 
fight over TPA has moved to the House of 
Representatives. There are many reasons 
why Americans should demand that their 
congressmen vote against this legislation; 
we provide seven of them below. 
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Regarding the massive pacts the admin- 
istration has been secretly hammering 
together with the Asia-Pacific region and 
the European Union, President Obama’s 
Trade Representative Michael Froman 
told the Senate Finance Committee in 
2013: “None of this can happen without 
Trade Promotion Authority.” Similarly, 
President Obama, in remarks to the Presi- 
dent’s Export Council, which includes top 
corporate execs, Cabinet officials, and 
members of Congress, said, “We’re going 
to need Trade Promotion Authority.” 
Analysts on both sides of the issue agree 
that passage of TPA is critical for passage 
of TPP and TTIP, and, conversely, that de- 
feating TPA is crucial for defeating these 


“ObamaTrade” pacts. TPA is the enabler 
that has made possible virtually every so- 
called trade agreement of the past several 
decades. So, if the TPP/TTIP truly repre- 
sents the existential threat we detail in the 
accompanying “Ten Reasons Why You 
Should Oppose the TPP & TTIP,” then it 
follows that all Americans committed to 
preserving our national sovereignty and 
independence should oppose TPA, since, 
if passed, it would all but guarantee subse- 
quent passage of the TPP & TTIP. 


No lie is more apparent than the Obama 
administration’s continued ludicrous 
claims that the TPP/TTIP negotiation 
process is completely open and trans- 
parent. Few members of Congress have 
even seen the texts of the agreements, and 
virtually none have actually studied and 
dissected the complex legal documents. 
We, the public, have had to content our- 
selves with “illegal” leaked fragments 
of the agreement texts. And, reportedly, 
the TPP/TTIP texts are still being re- 
vised. Under the TPA, these agreements 
would be fast-tracked. Members of each 
house would have to vote within 45 days 
after the agreement is introduced in their 
house. They are limited to only 20 hours 
of debate. No Senate filibusters are al- 
lowed. No amendments are allowed. The 
TPP/TTIP proponents have had years to 
craft the texts, pack them with benefits 
for special interests, develop arguments 
and strategies to promote them, line up 
lobbyists and corporate cronies to push 
for them, amass huge war chests, and put 
their final campaign strategy into place. 
But they know they have to sucker us 
into signing on the dotted line before we 
actually read the fine print. They can’t 
let us actually kick the wheels, or we’ ll 
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see that this junker they’re selling as 
a mint-condition Rolls Royce is really 
a coffin on wheels. This is a repeat of 
the secrecy and deception surrounding 
ObamaCare, which culminated, recall, 
with the rushed vote before members of 
Congress and the American public had 
a chance to study it, because, as then- 
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi infamously 
insisted, “We have to pass it so that you 
can find out what’s in it.” 

Apropos of that, let us not forget that 
long afterward, videos surfaced of Pro- 
fessor Jonathan Gruber, a top designer of 
ObamaCare, audaciously admitting that he 
and the Obama administration lied to get 
this huge government takeover of health- 
care passed into law. Gruber admitted that 
the monstrosity was intentionally “misla- 
beled” and written “in a tortured way to 
make sure the CBO [Congressional Bud- 
get Office] did not score the mandate as a 
tax.” Moreover, he mocked “the stupidity 
of the American voter” for naively buy- 
ing this lie. We saw another replay of this 
corrupt process with the rush job that was 
used last December to pass the monstrous 
“Cromnibus” spending bill. 


3: TPA is an unconscionable 
abdication of constitutional 
responsibility by Congress. 

By approving TPA, Congress would be 
transferring an enormous grant of power 
to a president who has proven he lusts 


for power. Senate Majority Leader Mitch 
McConnell (R-Ky.) admitted this in a 
press interview. “Yeah, we’re in active 
discussion on TPA, trade promotion 
authority,” McConnell told reporters. 
“It’s an enormous grant of power, obvi- 
ously, from a Republican Congress to a 
Democratic president.” But that candid 
slip-up by McConnell has been almost 
totally overshadowed by the exact oppo- 
site media spin put on TPA by the pro- 
ObamaTrade Republicans, who absurdly 
claim that the fast track gambit actually 
“empowers” Congress. 

House Ways and Means Chairman 
Paul Ryan (R-Wis.), the top GOP cheer- 
leader for TPA/TPP/TTIP in the House, 
has a Ways and Means webpage entitled 
“Empower Congress: Pass TPA.” Among 
other things, it makes this ludicrous state- 
ment: “TPA doesn’t give the president 
any authority he doesn’t already have. On 
the contrary, it’s Congress that gains from 
a strong trade promotion authority bill. 
Under TPA, it’s Congress in the driver’s 
seat. And the president must follow Con- 
gress’ lead in trade negotiations.” Rep- 
resentative Ryan’s “driver’s seat” meta- 
phor reveals that he is little more than a 
sock puppet for the administration; he is 
merely repeating the same line that has 
been laid out by Obama spokesmen such 
as Trade Representative Michael Fro- 
man and Secretary of State John Kerry. 
Similarly, House Speaker John Boehner’s 


Empower Congress. Pass TPA. 
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office asserts that TPA “specifically bars 
the president from making any changes 
to our laws.” The Ryan/Boehner prom- 
ises are about as trustworthy as a Fed- 
eral Reserve note. Are we supposed to 
believe that the statement of negotiating 
objectives written into TPA will provide 
a “limiting” mechanism on a president 
who has repeatedly shown (and publicly 
boasted) that he believes he can disregard 
Congress and rule by executive orders? 
And are we supposed to believe that the 
GOP “opposition” led by McConnell and 
Boehner — who have rolled over repeat- 
edly on issues dear to conservatives — 
will provide reliable protection against 
abuse? With Representatives Boehner and 
Ryan and Senators McConnell and Orrin 
Hatch (R-Utah) all firmly in the pockets 
of the same TPP/TTIP lobby as Obama, 
only a fool would count on them to op- 
pose anything President Obama stuffs 
into TPP/TTIP that violates any “objec- 
tives” laid out by Congress in TPA. Fi- 
nally, the Froman/Ryan “empowerment” 
argument is ludicrous on the face of it, 
since the TPA is only being introduced at 
the very tail end of the negotiations. The 
TPP/TTIP negotiations have been ongo- 
ing for years and are near completion, so 
it is ridiculous to claim that “the president 
must follow Congress’ lead.” Does any- 
one really believe that President Obama 
will renegotiate the agreements to meet 
any “objectives” laid down by Congress? 
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Republican House Ways and Means Chairman Paul Ryan (shown) favors “ObamatTrade,” which puts Obama in charge of the trade agreements. 
Ironically, Representative Ryan’s “Empower Congress: Pass TPA” webpage mimics the Big Brother propaganda of Orwell’s 1984: “Ignorance Is 


Strength,” “Freedom Is Slavery.” 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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Recycling the Pelosi Doctrine: The argument for TPA amounts to recycling then-Speaker Nancy 


Pelosi’s ridiculous case for ObamaCare: “We have to pass it so that you can find out what’s in it.” 


Since the TPA bill would extend fast 
track authority for six years, it will go 
beyond President Obama’s term of of- 
fice to include the first term of whoever 
is elected to the White House in 2016, 
whether Democrat or Republican, be it 
Hillary Clinton, Jeb Bush, Bernie Sand- 
ers — or whoever. It is also important to 
keep in mind that TPA would apply not 
only to TPP/TTIP, but could be applied as 
well to many more far-reaching treaties 
disguised as trade agreements — either 
by President Obama or his successor. 


Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con- 
stitution grants Congress the power “to 
regulate Commerce with foreign Na- 
tions, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian Tribes.” The Constitution 
does not allow Congress to transfer or 
delegate this power — or any of its pow- 
ers — to the executive or judicial branch- 
es of the federal government. Unfortu- 
nately, Congress has been doing that for 
many years — and we, the People, have 
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been allowing them to do it. With regard 
to trade agreements, this has been going 
on since FDR’s radical New Deal when 
Congress passed and President Franklin 
Roosevelt signed the Reciprocal Trade 
Agreement Act (RTAA) of 1934. This 
was further developed with the Trade 
Act of 1974, signed into law by Presi- 
dent Gerald Ford. The fact that this pro- 
cess has been repeated many times does 
not change the fact that the Constitution 
— which every member of Congress has 
sworn to defend — requires Congress 
to be in charge of regulating trade, not 
merely serve as a rubber stamp for the 
president and the trade lobby. 


The TPP and TTIP are hybrid creatures 
that deal with many issues beyond nor- 
mal trade issues such as tariffs and sub- 
sidies. It is not for nothing that both the 
TPP and TTIP are formally referred to 
as “partnerships.” They envision vast 
political and economic “integration” and 
“harmonization” schemes affecting all 
areas of citizens’ lives. They are treaties 


by any sensible definition, and, no doubt 
will be treated as such by U.S. federal 
courts, as well as international courts and 
tribunals when adjudicating conflicts. It 
matters not that our politicians refer to 
them now as “agreements” rather than 
“treaties.” Some of our TPP “partners” 
refer to them as treaties. The Australian 
government, for example, says: “Across 
the globe, there is an expanding network 
of free trade agreements (FTAs).... An 
FTA is an international treaty.” As such, 
the TPP and TTIP must, according to 
our Constitution, be approved by a two- 
thirds majority in the Senate. 


The breadth and depth of the matters cov- 
ered under both the TPP and TTIP (judg- 
ing by what has been leaked, reported, 
released, and/or admitted thus far) are 
truly astounding. There is, undoubtedly, 
much more hidden that is even worse. 
Plus, as we have pointed out previous- 
ly, the authors of both pacts claim that 
these are “living” agreements that will 
“evolve,” meaning they will continue to 
grow and claim new powers not in the 
printed documents as they currently exist. 
This means that judges will determine 
what they mean. Over the past century, a 
false and subversive doctrine has gained 
dominance in our courts and among legal 
scholars that holds treaties are superior 
to the Constitution and can be used to 
strike down our laws, reorder society, and 
change our form of government. 

Our Founding Fathers certainly did 
not intend the treaty-making power to 
qualify as a suicide instrument. Thomas 
Jefferson stated, “I say the same as to the 
opinion of those who consider the grant 
of the treaty making power as boundless. 
If it is, then we have no Constitution.” 
Yet, if we allow passage of TPA, we will 
soon be fighting to stop an all-out rush to 
pass TPP and TTIP. And if those pass, we 
will be thrown into endless fights to save 
the Constitution, and the freedoms it pro- 
tects, against a continuous onslaught by 
enemies of every sort — aided by activist 
judges. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


The Clinton Foundation has taken in large amounts of money supposedly coincidentally 
at the same time that the donors have had government favors bestowed upon them. 


THROW THI 
TER SCH 


Clinton Cash — The Untold Story of How 
and Why Foreign Governments and Busi- 
nesses Helped Make Bill and Hillary Rich, 
by Peter Schweizer, HarperCollins: New 
York, 2015, 243 pages, hardcover. 


by James Heiser 


nan age when corruption and scandal 

have become so endemic in the body 

politic that many citizens are left ei- 
ther jaded or numb, it is difficult to identi- 
fy a case of corruption which is so heinous 
that members of the general public are 
shocked back into a sense of awareness. 
The revelations of whistleblowers and 
tell-all books have a hard time competing 
for the attentions of an ambivalent audi- 
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ence. And when the scandals touch upon 
the interest of one of the self-proclaimed 
American dynasties such as the Kennedys, 
Bushes, or Clintons, the revelations may 
briefly titillate, but they rarely reshape the 
attitudes of political partisans who have 
long since made up their minds regarding 
the respective dynasties. 

When it comes to generating scandals, 
the Clinton family often appears to be the 
political equivalent of a perpetual motion 
machine: All that seems to have changed 
since the days when Bill Clinton was gov- 
ernor of Arkansas is that the scale of the 
scandals has expanded to proportions that 
might once have seemed inconceivable. 
Thus, as the next presidential election 
cycle begins to ramp up, Hillary Clinton 
has endeavored to dismiss any and all of 
the questions about her record as a U.S. 
senator and as secretary of state as “much 
ado about nothing.” From the tragedy of 
Benghazi to the legal wrangling over her 
private e-mail server, Clinton has con- 
tinued to act as if responding to critics is 
beneath her dignity. It is a dismissive strat- 
egy that has worked — until now. 

Clinton Cash — The Untold Story of 
How and Why Foreign Governments and 
Businesses Helped Make Bill and Hillary 
Rich, a new book by Peter Schweizer, has 
punched through the teflon armor of Bill 
and Hillary Clinton and has stirred up the 
hornets’ nest of their flacks and sycophants. 
Schweizer is hardly a stranger to the howls 
of outrage which members of the political 
class make when someone slams the till 
closed on their thieving fingers: Several of 
his previous books (including Extortion, 
Architects of Ruin, and Throw Them All 
Out) have earned him a number of power- 
ful enemies inside the Beltway among the 
ranks of both Democrats and Republicans. 
However, Clinton Cash exposes a scandal 
that threatens to overshadow everything 
that Schweizer has previously document- 


ed, and the author clearly understands that 
Clinton flacks will endeavor to dismiss his 
work as a partisan attack: 


Given my previous focus on biparti- 
san self-dealing and corruption, why 
am I now focused on one couple? Do 
I simply have it in for Bill and Hil- 
lary? Am I somehow trying to derail 
her prospects of being elected presi- 
dent in 2016? 

The answer is pretty straightfor- 
ward: the global dealings of this 
political couple deserve bipartisan 
citizen attention as much as congres- 
sional insider trading or campaign 
contribution extortion did. No one 
has even come close in recent years 
to enriching themselves on the scale 
of the Clintons while they or a spouse 
continued to serve in public office.... 

To put an even finer point on it: I 
am focusing specifically on financial 
transactions involving foreign busi- 
nesses, investors, and governments. 
Foreign interests can’t donate to po- 
litical campaigns. But they can pay 
money for speeches. And they can 
donate to the Clinton Foundation. 


In Schweizer’s analysis, the Clinton 
Foundation that the former president and 
first lady established after Bill Clinton 
left office is at the heart of a very strange 
meeting point of charity, politics, and 
personal aggrandizement. In Schweizer’s 
words: 


The Clinton Foundation is not your 
traditional charity. A traditional char- 
ity doesn’t have a globe-trotting ex- 
president, an ex-secretary of state, and 
their daughter running the show. But 
for all the benefits that derive from 
such star power, the real problem is 
delineating where the Clinton political 
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machine and moneymaking ventures 
end and where their charity begins. 


The 11 chapters of Clinton Cash offer 
a summary of a record which is at 
some times infuriating and also galling. 
Schweizer’s extensive documentation of 
the Clintons’ involvement in the destabi- 
lization of the balance of nuclear power 
in the world takes front and center in the 
book. Thus, for example, Schweizer doc- 
uments the questionable infusion of cash 
into the Clinton Foundation from Canadi- 
an mining interests that wanted to invest in 
uranium assets in Kazakhstan. At the same 
time, according to Schweizer, the Clintons 
facilitated deals that gave Putin-controlled 
Russian interests control over a substantial 
portion of American uranium production: 


The result: Uranium One and half of 
projected American uranium produc- 
tion were transferred to a private com- 
pany controlled in turn by the Rus- 
sian State Nuclear Agency. Strangely 
enough, when Uranium One request- 
ed approval from CFIUS [Committee 
on Foreign Investment in the United 
States] by the federal government, Ian 
Telfer, a major Clinton Foundation 
donor, was chairman of the board, a 
position he continues to hold. 


From Kazakhstan, to India, to Haiti, to the 
Congo, and numerous other comers of the 
world, a pattern emerges, wherein wealthy, 
powerful interests suddenly find support 
for their dubious adventures through a 
strange coincidence of lucrative speaking 


Power couple: According to Peter Schweizer in Clinton Cash, Bill and Hillary Clinton, though 
claiming at one point to be “broke,” have used the Clinton Foundation to enrich and empower 
themselves and further their political ambitions all under the guise of “charity.” 
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engagements for a former president while 
his wife oversaw much of American for- 
eign policy from the corridors of power in 
the U.S. State Department. The compound- 
ing of supposed coincidences emerging 
from a constellation of “charitable, politi- 
cal, and financial interests” is referred to as 
the “Clinton Blur’ by Schweizer. 

Roughly a quarter of Schweizer’s book 
is devoted to documenting his charges 
through extensive notes. However, as in 
his previous books, the author’s style is 
engaging and accessible, allowing the 
reader to follow the line of reasoning 
with relative ease, despite the complex- 
ity of the scandals that he dissects. Read- 
ing Clinton Cash, one may very well ask, 
“Why haven’t I heard about this before 
now?” The truth is that raising questions 
about the Clintons has a way of becom- 
ing a very self-destructive activity: Once 
Clinton operatives begin to target a critic, 
intimidation and denigration of the critic 
may become the order of the day. 

Schweizer has certainly become the 
focus of such criticism. Even Bill Clin- 
ton deigned to enter the fray, and declared 
concerning Schweizer: “Even the guy that 
wrote the book apparently had to admit 
under questioning that, ‘We didn’t have a 
shred of evidence for this, we just sort of 
thought we would throw it out there and 
see if it flies.” And it won’t fly.” The 60 
pages of footnotes at the end of Clinton 
Cash makes one wonder how the former 
president defines “evidence.” However, 
when a man has a hard time defining “is,” 
one must presume that much of the dic- 
tionary is open to redefinition, as well. 

Schweizer makes it clear throughout 
Clinton Cash that his purpose is to fulfill 
the journalist’s responsibility of document- 
ing the chain of “coincidences” that have 
led to a great deal of wealth and power for 
the Clintons. In the assessment of this re- 
viewer, the evidence that he has amassed 
calls out for an official investigation by 
those authorities charged with the respon- 
sibility to act in cases of influence ped- 
dling. Whether such an investigation will 
ever take place, only time can tell. How- 
ever, Schweizer has directed a spotlight on 
some of the darkest corners of America’s 
shadiest first family, and the scandal that 
has erupted into the light of day with the 
publication of Clinton Cash is likely to re- 
verberate for quite some time to come. 
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THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


Superhero Teacher 


The intervention of high-school teacher 
Brady Olson may have prevented an April 
shooting at North Thurston High School 
in Lacey, Washington, from becoming an 
unspeakable tragedy. 

On Monday, April 27, a 16-year-old 
transfer student from Des Moines, Wash- 
ington, entered North Thurston High 
School with a handgun, reportedly in the 
hopes of provoking the school resource 
officer to kill him. He fired two shots in 
total before he was stopped by a brave 
teacher, all just before 7:30 a.m. 

Olson and other school workers heard 
the first gunshot and went to investigate. 
It was then Olson saw the shooter smok- 
ing a cigarette and walking down the 
stairs. Olson spotted a handgun. 

According to NBC News, Olson made 
his way around a pillar, and after the stu- 
dent fired the second shot, Olson grabbed 
the boy and knocked the weapon away. 
“My first thought was keep him from fir- 
ing it again,” Olson recalled. 

Perhaps even more amazing was what 
Olson said to the gunman he had just ap- 
prehended. “I had a conversation with him 
as I was laying on top of him and I was 
trying to reassure him that, you know, he’s 
going to get some help,” Olson explained. 

Despite the boy’s actions, Olson treated 
him kindly. 

Five charges have been filed in juvenile 
court against the student, including theft 
of a firearm, felony harassment, unlawful 
possession of a firearm, possession of a 
firearm on school property, and illegally 
discharging a firearm. 

Thankfully, with the help of Olson, no 
one was hurt. 

School district spokesperson Courtney 
Schrieve told Q13 FOX News that Olson 
is “obviously a very brave man who prob- 
ably saved a lot of people.” 

And students have lavished the school- 
teacher with praise for his actions. “I owe 
Mr Olson my life. I think we all do. I 
wouldn’t have had the courage to do that,” 
tweeted one student, Joseph Delacruz. 

Police commander Chris Ward called 
Olson’s actions “heroic” in an interview 
with local K5 news about the incident. 
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But Olson refuses to accept that label, 
mentioning one of his friends who is in 
the military and has been deployed sev- 
eral times to the Middle East. “He is a 
hero who does it time and time again,” 
Olson said. 


Superhero Cop 


When Senior Corporal Damon Cole of the 
Dallas Police Department heard via Face- 
book about little Bryce Schottel’s strug- 
gle with lymphatic cancer, he decided to 
make a trek all the way to Smithtown, II- 
linois, to surprise the little boy. 

On April 15, Cole put on his Superman 
costume and cruised the 11-hour drive to 
Bryce’s home in his Superman-mobile, 
bearing gifts for the little boy, including 
a Superman action figure. 

“There’s not a lot of people in this 
world that do anything like this any- 
more, who are so selfless and generous,” 
Bryce’s mom, Regina Carlton, told ABC 
News. “It was a complete stranger who 
made that trip to make my son smile.” 

Cole is a member of a group called 
Heroes, Cops and Kids, in which he and 
four other Dallas police officers dress up 
as superheroes and surprise local children. 

But when Cole saw a Facebook page 
about a seven-year-old boy with cancer, 
he could not resist the temptation to make 
the long commute to surprise a child who 
was not so local. “I saw a post where they 
were wanting us to take pictures with the 
Team Bryce logo,” Cole said. “The family 
shows it to him whenever he does chemo, 
and stuff like that, to pick up his spirits.” 

CW33 NewsFix reported that for Cole, 
it simply was not enough. He wanted 
to make the trip and see Bryce in per- 
son. During his surprise visit, Cole blew 
bubbles, played cards, and played video 
games with Bryce. 

Cole also told Bryce a very special se- 
cret that Bryce had to promise to keep: 
“T’m also Iron Man.” 

Cole even changed costumes to prove 
his claim. Bryce was beyond ecstatic. 

For Cole, the act of playing a superhero 
for children is his opportunity to give of 
himself. “You know I’m not rich. I’m not 
famous. I’m really a nobody. Just another 


police officer,” Cole said. “That’s my 
little way of contributing to do something 
for people ’cause I would want some- 
one to do it for my family or daughter if 
they were in Bryce’s shoes. It’s the least 
I could do.” 


Superhero Sister 


Lauren Burgos of Brooklyn, New York, 
is no stranger to sacrifice. Though she al- 
ways wanted to go to college to become 
a lawyer, unexpected circumstances 
changed her plans, and Burgos instead 
made a sacrifice so that her brother could 
pursue his college dreams. 

The Oregon Herald reported that Bur- 
gos’ father died unexpectedly while she 
was still in high school. In addition to 
heartache, this tragedy created a financial 
crisis for the family. In order to help her 
family, she took a job and worked from 40 
to 60 hours per week at a hotel in Manhat- 
tan to pay the rent and to make sure that 
her brother could attend college. 

Her hard work even enabled her twin 
sister to attend college, reported Crowd 
Social. 

Her generosity did not go unnoticed. 
When her brother learned that Strayer 
University was looking to award full 
scholarships to individuals who have had 
obstacles that forced them to put their col- 
lege plans on hold, he submitted his sis- 
ter’s story of selfless love. 

The Strayer University website ex- 
plains the premise behind the scholar- 
ship: “We searched for driven people that 
dreamed of pursuing a college degree, but 
had to take a detour to overcome obstacles 
in their life.” 

Burgos was one of three applicants 
awarded a full scholarship, news that was 
revealed to her at a surprise 22nd birthday 
party in March. 

When Brugos’ brother Matt broke the 
news to her, he said, “You sacrificed... 
You kept me going.” 

Brugos has big plans for her future, 
now that she has the chance to go to col- 
lege. “In five to ten years, I will be a self- 
confident, independent woman traveling 
the world.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Slaughter on an Industrial Scale 


After the opening months of WWI, literally millions of soldiers were mowed down for no 
real purpose as foot-soldiers were easily repulsed and ground was not gained. 


by Roger D. McGrath 


orld War I was a blood bath of 
\ X such mind-boggling proportions 
that in hindsight it seems the 
nations of Europe had simply gone mad. 
Germany lost two million men, France 1.4 
million, Britain and her colonies 1.1 mil- 
lion, Russia 2.2 million, Austria-Hungary 
1.5 million, and Italy 600,000. American 
troops didn’t join in combat on the West- 
ern Front until the last six months of the 
war yet we lost 117,000 men — and we 
were considered the fortunate one of the 
war. To put those numbers in perspective 
by adjusting for our much greater popu- 
lation today, that would be like losing 
370,000 men in a half year. As a percent- 
age of their populations, Canada, Austra- 
lia, and New Zealand took tremendous 
hits. With a population of seven million, 
Canada lost 65,000 men. Australia, with 
only five million people, lost 62,000. New 
Zealand had a mere 1.1 million inhabitants 
yet lost 18,000. 
The carnage on the battlefields of WWI 
is largely explained by the various armies 
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employing tactics of earlier conflicts 
against the latest weapons of a new cen- 
tury, particularly highly advanced artil- 
lery pieces and machine guns. Although 
charging across open ground against the 
enemy now became suicidal, commanders 
stubbornly refused to abandon the tactic. 
Instead, they simply sent greater numbers 
of men in the next wave. It’s unfathom- 
able today, especially to Americans, that a 
commander would watch the decimation 
of one of his regiments and respond by 
sending another and, then, another into the 
same withering fire. I can’t help but think 
that some of this had to do with the hierar- 
chical class structure in Europe: hoi polloi 
were expendable. A look at the battles of 
the Somme and Verdun is revealing. 
Beginning on July 1, 1916, and not end- 
ing until November 18, 1916, the Battle 
of the Somme was fought along the river 
of the same name in northern France. The 
battlefield became one big abattoir, the 
likes of which the world had never seen. 
The fighting began with a massive Brit- 
ish artillery barrage early on the morn- 
ing of July | against German positions. 


Cannon fodder: Exhausted infantrymen of 

the Royal Warwickshire Regiment rest after 
attacking the German line at the Somme during 
July 1914. The regiment was in the thick of the 
fighting for most of the five-month battle. 


British infantry charged forward, hoping 
the thousands of shells exploding on the 
enemy would allow them to reach the Ger- 
man lines without great casualties. Much 
to their dismay, German artillery and ma- 
chine guns opened up and shredded the 
assaulting troops. The British answered 
with more troops and then more and more. 
By the end of the day, the British had suf- 
fered 58,000 casualties, more than 19,000 
of them killed. It was the worst single-day 
loss in the history of the British Army. The 
Germans suffered nearly 12,000 killed or 
wounded. The Battle of the Somme had 
only just begun. 

British and French troops continued to 
strike at the Germans, day after day, week 
after week. Advances were measured in 
yards, not miles. As part of the British 
Expeditionary Force, Australian troops 
got into action on July 19 and suffered 
5,500 casualties, taking the 5th Austra- 
lian Division out of the battle for the next 
three months. During the same time, a 
brigade of South Africans and Rhode- 
sians were fighting in another sector on 
the front and lost 2,500 men. The British 
were using up the “bloody colonials” at 
an astounding rate. 

The blood bath continued until well 
into November, when inclement weath- 
er caused General Douglas Haig to call 
a halt to the British offensive. Along a 
16-mile front, the combined British and 
French armies had pushed the Germans 
back six miles at the deepest point but 
only three or four miles at most points 
and hardly at all at either end of the line. 
This took nearly five months and cost the 
British 420,000 casualties, the French 
200,000, and the Germans 500,000. A 
German officer and veteran of the battle, 
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Friedrich Steinbrecher, wrote, “Somme. 
The whole history of the world cannot 
contain a more ghastly word.” 

For fear of demoralizing the public, 
casualty figures were not reported to the 
home front in Britain. Members of Parlia- 
ment knew of the enormity of the losses, 
though. Prime Minister Lloyd George 
privately complained about Haig’s over- 
all strategy and his battlefield tactics. 
Correspondence between the two was 
not friendly. Haig thought George had no 
business interfering in military matters 
and that he, Haig, should have sole au- 
thority over battlefield operations. George 
thought Haig “perfectly insolent.” 

As wounded men returned to Britain 
and death notices arrived at British homes, 
the general public began to grasp the mag- 
nitude of the casualties. The government 
feared that enlistments and morale would 
decline. By 1917, there were many in- 
dications that the nation had grown war 
weary. The British government had Lon- 
don newspapers print the following: 


WHAT CAN I DO? 

How the Civilian May Help in the 
Crisis. 

Be cheerful. 

Write encouragingly to friends at the 
front. 

Don’t repeat foolish gossip. 

Don’t listen to idle rumors. 

Don’t think you know better than 
Haig. 


Since Britain was losing tens of thousands 
of men a month, recruitment became a 
priority. Until the summer of 1914, mini- 
mum height requirement for enlistment 
was 5‘3” and the age range 18-35. When 
war erupted in August and young men ral- 
lied to the cause, the Army increased the 
minimum required height to 5'6”, thinking 
that it could be more selective than usual. 
However, casualties mounted quickly and 
in October the height requirement was 
lowered to 5'4”, and to 5'3” in November. 
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Time tested or worn out? At the Battle of the Somme, General Douglas Haig commanded the 
British forces. His antiquated tactics cost the British 420,000 casualties, earning him the sobriquet 


“Butcher of the Somme.” 


By June 1915, the upper limit of the age 
range had been raised to 45 and the mini- 
mum height requirement lowered to 5’2”. 
Standards for vision and hearing, and for 
dental health, were also lowered. During 
the first year of the war about a third of 
those trying to enlist were rejected. By 
1917, almost all were accepted. 

Britain also formed what were called 
the “Bantam Battalions” for men 5’-5'2", 
although a few under 5’ were accepted. 
Most of the latter were 17- and 18-year- 
olds who were expected to grow an inch or 
two. The Bantams were created at the in- 
sistence of MP Alfred Bigland, represent- 
ing Cheshire in the northwest of England. 
Tradition has it that a group of miners 
went to a recruiting station in Birkenhead 
to enlist. When one of them was rejected 
because he was below minimum height, he 
exploded in rage and attacked the soldiers 
there. It took six men to subdue him. 

Bigland heard about the incident and 


German artillery and machine guns opened up and shredded the 
assaulting troops. The British answered with more troops and then 
more and more. By the end of the day, the British had suffered 
58,000 casualties, more than 19,000 of them killed. 
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thought there should be a place for such 
tough little guys, especially miners who 
were accustomed to hard physical labor. 
He asked the War Office for permission 
to form special units of short men, and by 
November 1914, the recruiting station in 
Birkenhead was enlisting Bantams. Within 
weeks they were organized as the Ist and 
2nd Birkenhead Battalions of Cheshire, 
later becoming the 15th and 16th Bat- 
talions, Cheshire Regiment. Eventually, 
there were 29 Bantam battalions serving 
in three divisions. They suffered severe 
casualties in the battles of the Somme and 
Arras, and after the December 1917 Battle 
of Cambrai, having taken so many casual- 
ties, essentially ceased to exist. 

While the British and the French were 
fighting the Germans at the Somme, the 
French were fighting the Germans at 
Verdun. The battle began in February 
1916 and dragged on until the middle of 
December 1916, making it the longest 
battle of WWI. During the first several 
months of the fighting, the Germans cap- 
tured Fort Douaumont and Fort Vaux, and 
by late June were on the verge of taking 
Verdun. Although appearing on the verge 
of collapse, the French army rallied and 
stopped the German advance. Fighting 
dragged on through the summer and into 
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the fall with neither side gaining ground. 
Then, in October, the French retook Fort 
Douaumont, and in November Fort Vaux. 
By the middle of December, the French 
had taken back most of the territory the 
Germans had captured. The 11-month- 
long battle left 156,000 French soldiers 
dead and another 300,000 wounded. The 
Germans lost 143,000 dead and 290,000 
wounded. Nearly 900,000 casualties, and 
the two sides were back where they started 
in February. 

The carnage was indescribable. “Hu- 
manity ... must be mad to do what it is 
doing,” wrote a young French lieutenant 
in his diary at Verdun in May 1916. “What 
scenes of horror and carnage! Hell cannot 
be so terrible.” Older, battle-hardened se- 
nior officers said similar things. “My heart 
leapt as I saw our youths of twenty going 
into the furnace of Verdun,” wrote General 
Henri Petain. “But ... when they returned 

.. their expressions ... seemed frozen by 
a vision of terror; their gait ... betrayed 
a total dejection; they sagged beneath the 
weight of horrifying memories.” The Ger- 
mans shared the horror. “I’ve already seen 
a lot,” wrote a lieutenant to his parents, 
“but I’ve never known the war to take on 
such an indescribably horrifying aspect.” 

The daily slaughter and the stalemated 


Preparing for war: During May 1917, Congress passed the Selective Service Act, 
requiring all men 21-30 years old to register for military conscription. These New 
York City men are signing on June 5, the first day of registration. 
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nature of the battle at Verdun affected 
morale but so, too, did the weather. A 
Catholic chaplain in a Bavarian regi- 
ment said he could chart the mood of 
the troops by the weather. Day upon day 
of dark, overcast skies and rain not only 
left the ground a sea of mud but dramati- 
cally lowered morale. Similar observa- 
tions were made across the lines. “As 
for the shelling, we’re used to it,” said 
a French soldier, “but our worst enemy 
is the bad weather, the raging rain.” Men 
were soaked to the bone. When the clouds 
broke in May, a soldier exclaimed, “Sun 
has killed our gloom.” 

Food was another important morale fac- 
tor. “The efforts of the Army in the field,” 
wrote German general Erich Ludendorff, 
“depend to a high degree on their rations. 
That, next to leave, has the most decisive 
effect on the morale of the troops.” The 
French had known this since the time of 
Napoleon, who famously said, “An army 
marches on its stomach.” Not surprisingly, 
it was the French troops who complained 
most regularly about both the quality and 
quantity of their food. “We’re shamefully 
fed,” wrote one soldier. Most also com- 
plained they didn’t get enough wine. 
German troops tended to complain 
only about the monotony of their diet. 


DEVIL Do RECRUITING 


The American entry into the stalemated 
blood bath that was the war on the Western 
Front tipped the balance almost immedi- 
ately in favor of Britain and France. When 
the British and French troops looked at the 
arriving Americans, they couldn’t believe 
how tall, robust, and enthusiastic they 
seemed. The American troops were even 
singing. Moreover, American command- 
ers were not interested in spending four 
years in trenches with nothing to show 
for it other than hundreds of thousands of 
dead soldiers. They wanted to get it over, 
over there. This meant rapid troop move- 
ments and maneuver. No one was better 
at that than the U.S. Marine Corps, but 
the Corps would now have to operate on 
a scale many times greater than it ever had 
before. 

Until WWI, the Marines were used 
principally as landing parties to secure a 
harbor or protect an American consulate, 
or as special operations and counter insur- 
gency forces. The Marines were swift and 
deadly, but large-scale operations were 
not their forte. When the war erupted in 
Europe, the Marine Corps was only a few 

thousand strong. In 1916, 
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Tough terriers: Tradition says that during the Belleau Wood 
fighting the Germans began calling the Marines Teufel Hunden. 
Ever since, Marines have embraced the Devil Dog nickname. 
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Britain also formed what were called “Bantam Battalions” for men 5'- 
5'2", although a few under 5' were accepted. Most of the latter were 


17- and 18-year-olds who were expected to grow an inch or two. 


Congress authorized an increase to 15,000, 
and in March 1917, President Woodrow 
Wilson used his emergency powers to 
push the number to 18,000. Congress then 
authorized a final increase in May 1917 to 
31,000. This would mean the Corps could 
not only supply enough Marines for the 
Navy in the war but also enough Marines 
for two regiments of infantry to serve with 
the American Expeditionary Force (AEF). 

First, though, a grand recruiting cam- 
paign was necessary to inspire fighting- 
age men to join the Corps. The Marines’ 
typical appeal to the martial spirit of 
American males was effective, and 
thousands were soon swearing oaths at 
recruiting stations. “The officers, from 
captain up, and fifty or so of the non- 
commissioned officers were old-time 
Marines,” said Colonel Albertus Cat- 
lin, commanding officer of the 6th Ma- 
rine Regiment, “but the junior officers 
and all of the privates were new men.... 
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Sixty percent of the entire regiment ... 
were college men. Two-thirds of one 
entire company came straight from the 
University of Minnesota. Of our young 
lieutenants a large number were college 
athletes.” Unlike today, young Marine of- 
ficers came in good numbers from the Ivy 
League, including such schools as Har- 
vard, Yale, and Princeton. 

By mid-March 1918, the 5th and 6th 
Marine Regiments reached the front in 
France as part of the 2nd Division of the 
AEF. They had been moved up just in time 
for the German offensive. By early June 
the Marines, already the veterans of sever- 
al skirmishes and battles, were approach- 
ing Belleau Wood. Leading his troops in 
retreat, a French major came upon a com- 
pany of Marines, commanded by Captain 
Lloyd Williams. The major ordered Wil- 
liams to join the retreat. Williams explod- 
ed, “Retreat, hell. We just got here.” 

The Marines quickly dug shallow 
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Primary “horsepower” of WWI: French reinforcements water their horses on the way to Verdun. 
Horses and mules were used everywhere on the Western Front. Some eight million of them died. 


fighting positions and readied them- 
selves for the oncoming Germans. “We 
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watched them come on,” said Lieuten- 
ant Lemuel Shepherd, a recent graduate 
of Virginia Military Institute. “A thou- 
sand yards, seven hundred, five hundred. 
I held our fire. Our sights were set for 
three hundred.” A Marine machine gun- 
ner estimated that 500 Germans were ap- 
proaching his position. “We waited until 
they got close, oh, very close. In fact, we 
let them think they were going to have a 
leadpipe cinch. Oh, it was too easy; just 
like a bunch of cattle coming to slaughter. 
I always thought it was rather a fearful 
thing to take a human life, but I felt a sav- 
age thrill of joy and I could hardly wait 
for the Germans to get close enough. And 
they came arrogant, confident in their 
power, to within 300 yards.” 

Deadly accurate Marine rifle and ma- 
chine gun fire stopped the German ad- 
vance. “You couldn’t begrudge a tribute 
to their pluck,” said a Marine. “It was too 
much for any men. They burrowed in or 
broke to the cover of the woods.” 

The Germans remained fully en- 
trenched in the woods and supported by 
artillery, mortars, and machine guns. It 
was now the Marines’ job to dislodge them 
and that meant crossing hundreds of yards 
of open wheat fields exposed to German 
fire. The Marines launched their assault 
with an artillery barrage. With the shells 
whistling overhead, riflemen came on the 
run. Soon their blood was mixing with the 
blood-red poppies of the wheat fields. Ma- 
rines were dropping everywhere, either 
knocked down by German machine-gun 
bullets or seeking some cover by hugging 
the ground. 

Just when it appeared that withering 
German fire had stopped the assault, First 
Sergeant Dan Daly, a 20-year veteran who 
already had been awarded the Medal of 
Honor twice, rose from the ground and, 
waving his .45 overhead, yelled, “Come 
on, you sons of bitches. Do you want to 
live forever!” 

Seeing the legendary Marine charging 
forward inspired others to do the same. 
By twos and threes, and then by dozens 
they rose to their feet and followed. Mi- 
raculously, Daly reached the woods and 
single-handedly destroyed three machine 
gun nests, while other survivors of the 
charge took out more. The Marines were 
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in woods but the carnage behind them in 
the wheat fields was horrific. Some 1,100 
Marines had been killed or wounded, in- 
cluding 31 officers. It was the most loss- 
es in a single day at that time in Marine 
Corps history and would remain so until 
Tarawa in November 1943. 

As usual, Navy Corpsmen showed 
nothing but disregard for their own lives 
while treating fallen Marines. Pharmacist 
Mate 2nd Class Frank Welte raced through 
a hail of machine gun bullets to reach a 
group of wounded Marines some 130 
yards short of the woods. Braving more 
German fire, he dressed the wounds of 
one Marine after another. He was tending 
to a fifth Marine when shrapnel from an 
artillery shell struck him in the back and in 
the foot. In great pain, he finished dressing 
the Marine’s wounds and was filling out a 
diagnosis tag when a machine gun bullet 
hit him in the head. Somehow, he man- 
aged to give his book of diagnosis tags to 
the wounded Marine, telling him to “turn 
them over to the chief’ when the Marine 
arrived at the battalion aid station. With 
that Welte toppled over and died. He was 
posthumously awarded the Navy Cross. 

Once in the woods, the Marines faced a 
new kind of horror. The combat was at close 
quarters, often with grenades, pistols, bayo- 
nets, and knives. Ground fog occasionally 
reduced visibility to near zero. Land navi- 
gation with crude maps and compass, even 
on clear days, was half guesswork. Captain 
George Hamilton, who had been a star ath- 
lete in college, led his company of Marines, 
at least those who had survived the cross- 
ings of two wheat fields, on the run well 
into the woods. He was about a half mile 
beyond his objective and had outdistanced 
all but a handful of his own Marines when 
he realized his mistake. Retreating was no 
easy proposition. “I crawled back through 
a drainage ditch filled with cold water and 
shiny reeds,” said Hamilton. “Machine gun 
bullets were just grazing my back and our 
own artillery was dropping close.” 

Once back to his objective for the 
day, Hamilton set about reorganizing his 
company. He learned he had lost all five 
of his lieutenants and several of his ser- 
geants. One platoon would have to be led 
by a corporal. Although German artillery 
shells were falling from the sky, Hamil- 
ton ran from position to position until he 
had formed his men into a defensive line. 
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American blood: The Battle of Belleau Wood was the Marine Corps’ finest moment in WWI. In 


three weeks of bloody fighting, the Marines swept the Germans from the forest and demonstrated 


they could fight at brigade strength. 


And none too soon. Having moved stealth- 
ily through thick undergrowth, a squad of 
Germans began hurling grenades into the 
Marines. Hamilton himself was struck, not 
by shrapnel but by fragments of rock that 
a grenade had hit. 

At the same time, Hamilton’s gunnery 
sergeant, Charles Hoffman, spied a dozen 
Germans creeping through heavy brush on 
the Marines’ flank. The 40-year-old Hoff- 
man, a career Marine, charged into the 
brush and bayoneted two of the Germans 
before other Marines joined him and killed 
the remaining enemy. The Germans had 
been carrying five light machine guns that, 
if put into action on the Marines’ flank, 
would have decimated what was left of 
Hamilton’s company. 

And so it went yard by yard, casualty 
after casualty, day after day through Bel- 
leau Wood. Wounded were evacuated 
but not necessarily quickly. The dead 
remained where they were, some not 
buried for days. The stench was god- 
awful. Searching for wounded comrades, 
a squad of Marines came upon a maca- 
bre scene. A German officer was “seated 
comfortably with his knees crossed. Be- 
fore him was spread a little field table on 
which was cake, jam, cookies and a fine 
array of food. A knife and fork was in ei- 
ther hand. Beside the officer was seated a 
large, bulky sergeant who had been knit- 
ting socks. The darning needles were still 


between his fingers. Both their heads had 
been blown off by a large shell.” 

While the Marines were fighting their 
way through the woods, they scored a 
publicity coup. Army General John J. 
Pershing, commander of the AEF, had his 
press section rigorously enforce a policy 
of censoring anything that identified units, 
even whether they were artillery or infan- 
try or cavalry. There could be no mention 
of individual troops and their home states. 
Frustrated in their efforts to write interest- 
ing copy, reporters complained bitterly to 
their newspapers back home. 

Then they got a break. Beginning on 
June 6, they were allowed to identify Ma- 
rine units as Marines. Pershing and his 
press section clearly did not anticipate the 
consequences of the policy change — and 
the timing for the Corps could not have 
been more propitious. Suddenly, stories 
on the Marines in Belleau Wood poured 
into newspapers in the United States and 
headlines blared, “MARINES SMASH 
HUNS GAIN GLORY”; “MARINES 
IN GREAT CHARGE OVERTHROW 
CRACK FOE”; “MARINES WIN HOT 
BATTLE”; “OUR MARINES ATTACK”; 
“MARINES SINK WEDGE IN ENEMY 
FRONT.” Underneath the headlines ran 
colorful stories of the Marines, naming 
individuals such as Dan Daly. The public 
could talk of nothing but the Marines. 

It wasn’t until June 26 that Major Mau- 
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Versed in war: Although he could have sat out the war, 
famed American poet Joyce Kilmer enlisted in New York’s 
“Fighting 69th” regiment. On the front, he continually 


volunteered for the most dangerous missions. 


rice Shearer, an Indiana boy and veteran 
of the Spanish-American War, declared, 
“Woods now U.S. Marine Corps entirely.” 
By then U.S. forces, which included Army 
elements, had suffered almost 10,000 ca- 
sualties. Of those more than 1,800 were 
deaths. There are no good figures for 
German casualties, although they were 
thought to be in the thousands. A nearby 
cemetery holds the graves of more than 
8,000 German soldiers, but how many of 
those came from engagements other than 
Belleau Wood is unknown. 

In honor of the Marines, the French re- 
named the woods Bois de la Brigade de 
Marine and awarded the Marine brigade 
the Croix de Guerre. General Pershing 
declared “the Battle of Belleau Wood was 
for the U.S. the biggest battle since Ap- 
pomattox and the most considerable en- 
gagement American troops had ever had 
with a foreign enemy.” Pershing also ex- 
claimed, and he was no particular friend 
of the Corps, “The deadliest weapon in the 
world is a Marine and his rifle.” The Ger- 
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mans agreed. An after-action 
report described the Marines as 
“vigorous, self-confident, and 
remarkable marksmen.” And 
legend has it that in the fighting 
in the woods the German troops 
began calling the Marines teufel 
hunden. Devil dogs or not, the 
Marines now had an interna- 
tional reputation. 

With the Americans in the 
war, and winning victories like 
that of the Marines at Belleau 
Wood, the stalemate was bro- 
ken. On July 15, the Germans 
launched a final, desperate of- 
fensive, which became the Sec- 
ond Battle of the Marne. Ger- 
man General Walther Reinhardt 
said, “We well-nigh reached the 
objectives prescribed for our 
shock divisions for July 15th 
and 16th ... with the exception 
of the one division on our right 
wing. This encountered Ameri- 
can units.” The fierce resistance 
of the Americans stopped the 
German advance and on July 
18 the Ist and 2nd Divisions of 
the AEF, the Ist French Colo- 
nial, and the Gordon Highland- 
ers launched a counterattack. It 
succeeded brilliantly. German Chancellor 
Georg Von Hertling wrote, “On the 18th 
even the most optimistic among us knew 
that all was lost. The history of the world 
was played out in three days.” 

Spearheading the counterattack was the 
69th Infantry Regiment, the famed “Fight- 
ing 69th” of New York, although it was for- 
mally the 165th Regiment when it became 
part of the AEF. Among those in the unit 
was Sergeant Joyce Kilmer, one of Ameri- 
ca’s most prominent and prolific poets and 
essayists in civilian life. Although he was 
30 years old and had a wife and five chil- 
dren when America entered the war in April 
1917, he immediately enlisted. He quickly 
rose through the ranks to sergeant and was 
offered a commission but when told that 
he’d have to transfer to another regiment he 
declined. On the front he continually vol- 
unteered for the most dangerous missions. 
“He was worshipped by the men about 
him,” said a fellow soldier. “I have heard 
them speak with awe of his coolness and his 
nerve in scouting patrols in no man’s land.” 


On July 30, 1918, Major William “Wild 
Bill” Donovan, the CO of the regiment’s 
Ist Battalion, had Kilmer lead a scouting 
party to locate German machine gun nests. 
Typically, Kilmer ventured beyond the 
rest. When the others finally caught sight 
of him again, he appeared to be peering 
over a low rise. Their calls to him went 
unanswered. They raced to his side and 
found him dead. “A bullet had pierced his 
brain,” said the regimental chaplain, Fa- 
ther Francis Patrick Duffy. “His body was 
carried in and buried by the side of Ames. 
God rest his dear and gallant soul.” Kilmer 
was posthumously awarded the Croix de 
Guerre by the French. 

During the two weeks of furious fight- 
ing that began on July 15, more than half 
of the soldiers of the regiment were killed 
or wounded. Donovan’s Ist Battalion was 
especially hard hit. Donovan himself was 
wounded, and all but one of his officers 
were killed. It was reminiscent of the 
Fighting 69th in the battles of the Civil 
War. Donovan was decorated with the Dis- 
tinguished Service Cross and promoted to 
lieutenant colonel. For his heroism later 
during fighting in October, he was deco- 
rated with the Medal of Honor and pro- 
moted to colonel. 

For the next two months, the Allies 
pounded the German lines everywhere, 
and on September 26 the Americans 
launched the Meuse-Argonne offensive. 
The drive involved 1.2 million American 
troops and another hundred thousand 
Frenchmen. Bloody fighting occurred 
daily but the AEF advanced rapidly, and 
by the middle of October had broken 
through the Hindenburg Line, a series 
of German defensive strong points. By 
early November, German resistance was 
crumbling everywhere, and at home the 
government was collapsing. The offen- 
sive had achieved its objectives, but at 
an enormous cost. The AEF lost 26,000 
killed and 96,000 wounded. The Ger- 
mans had an equal number of casual- 
ties, but also had 26,000 of their soldiers 
taken prisoner. They could do nothing 
now but surrender. At the 11th hour on 
the 11th day of the 11th month, the Ger- 
mans signed the Armistice in a dining 
car on a railroad siding in the Compie- 
gne forest. Four years of the most ghast- 
ly slaughter the world had ever known 
was over. 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
a Eo EE 


Good Samaritan 
Stops Carjacking 


The Huffington Post reported on May 4 
about a man who came to the aid ofa woman 
whose car was being stolen in Orem, Utah. 
The 31-year-old man, whom we will refer to 
as the “good Samaritan,” was out to pick up 
some groceries before going to a gun range 
for target practice. As the man was returning 
to his car in the parking lot of the grocery 
store, he heard a woman yelling. The man, 
who has a concealed weapons permit, was 
carrying his 9 mm pistol and went over to 
investigate. Once he approached the car, 
he witnessed the woman, whose SUV was 
being carjacked by a man. 

The suspect was in the driver’s seat 
struggling with the woman, who was try- 
ing to retrieve her handbag from the ve- 
hicle. The armed good Samaritan yelled 
for the suspect to stop, but the suspect in- 
stead lunged at him in an attempt to steal 
his gun. The good Samaritan fired one shot, 
which hit the suspect in his chest. The sus- 
pect later died at a nearby hospital. Police 
Captain Ned Jackson hailed the man as 
a hero: “I think he did the right thing by 
being involved and helping the woman. If 
it was someone’s mother or sister, would 
they want this guy to step in and help them? 
... [don’t think this man got out of the car 
saying ‘I’m going to shoot this guy,’ ... The 
suspect really is the one making the deci- 
sions driving the whole thing. I think it’s 
admirable he (shooter) heard someone’s 
screams for help and stepped in to help.” 

The Huffington Post described Utah as 
“one of the most gun-friendly states in the 
United States” and further explained that 
Utah law does permit “the use of guns for 
self-defense and to prevent the commis- 
sion of a forcible felony,” which includes 
an attempted car theft. 

Authorities said that the deceased sus- 
pect was wanted on warrants for felony 
robbery and burglary among other charges. 
The investigation also showed that the sus- 
pect was involved in an alleged assault ear- 
lier that day, where he had forcibly stolen 
another vehicle, which he drove to the park- 
ing lot. Police believe the man was attempt- 
ing to carjack the woman’s automobile in 
an attempt to switch into a new vehicle. 
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Judge Comes Close to 
Shooting Trespasser 


The Free-Lance Star reported out of Fred- 
ericksburg, Virginia, on May 14 about a 
Virginia Court of Appeals judge who near- 
ly killed a trespasser on April 1. Reflecting 
back on the event, Judge James W. Haley, 
Jr. told the Free-Lance Star, “I would have 
lived the remainder of my life in despair and 
regret had I shot him.” Haley was in bed at 
4 a.m. when he heard the sound of his front 
door opening. Haley then heard footsteps 
on his stairs, so he looked into the hallway 
and saw a man he did not know standing on 
his second-floor landing. The judge hurried 
into his office and retrieved a .38-caliber 
revolver that he kept in a desk drawer. The 
judge yelled to the intruder, “Get down on 
the floor or I will shoot you!” Haley re- 
called that the man had a blank stare and 
did not react to his verbal commands. The 
man continued walking toward Haley, so 
the judge turned on the light to make sure 
the strange man knew that he was armed. 
Staring straight at the armed judge with 
the light on, the stranger said nothing and 
continued to walk toward him. The judge 
shoved the man back and again demanded 
that the trespasser get down on the ground. 
The trespasser finally complied, telling the 
judge to “chill” while he kneeled on the 
floor and then lay on his side. Haley yelled 
to his wife to call the police. 

An investigation revealed that the tres- 
passer was extremely intoxicated and 
had stumbled into the wrong house. The 
trespasser eventually pled guilty to mis- 
demeanor charges of interfering with the 
property of another and public intoxica- 
tion, but most observers believe the in- 
truder is lucky to be alive. Haley told the 
Free-Lance Star that he was very close to 
pulling the trigger and would have shot 
to kill. As a judge, he wasn’t sure if the 
intruder had come to rob or kill, or was 
angry about one of the judge’s decisions in 
court. Haley told the Free-Lance Star that 
the “thought that I almost shot him, more 
than the intrusion itself, is what haunts me. 
How close I was.” Haley did say that he 
will continue to keep a gun for protection, 
but he stressed that gun owners should 
never use lethal force unless they are cer- 
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tain their life is in danger, which sometimes 
comes down to a split-second decision. 


Man Defends Family 


KPTV.com reported on May 12 about a 
man in Gwinnett County, Georgia, who 
was forced to protect his wife and young 
baby. The Gwinnett County Police Depart- 
ment investigation is still ongoing, but au- 
thorities believe the incident began when 
a resident of an apartment complex wit- 
nessed a group of strange men walk across 
his back patio. Fearing for his safety, the 
man, who lived in the apartment with his 
wife and their young baby, quickly re- 
trieved his gun. The same men whom he 
had seen walk across his back patio came 
to the front door of the apartment and began 
knocking. He answered the door, and one 
of the men asked him to come outside, but 
the armed resident declined the request. 
Suddenly, the strangers began forcing their 
way into the apartment. The A¢lanta Jour- 
nal-Constitution reported that one of the 
suspects was wearing a mask and another 
was armed with a bat. The terrified victim 
repeatedly fired his weapon at the suspects, 
and authorities believe that he may have hit 
at least three of the men. Police would later 
locate the prime suspects in a nearby hospi- 
tal with injuries from the shooting. 

One of the suspects had already died 
from a serious gunshot wound to the chest, 
but two other men at the hospital were ar- 
rested in connection with the attempted 
break-in. Thirty-two-year-old John Mi- 
chael Bush, who had suffered a gunshot 
wound to the arm, was apprehended, as 
well as 33-year-old Saveion Wylie Bush, 
who police believe drove John Michael to 
the hospital. Both men were charged with 
home invasion, aggravated assault, and 
felony murder. Police believe there are still 
more suspects because the victim claimed 
there were at least five men involved in the 
home invasion, and he witnessed a fourth 
man limping from the scene right after the 
shooting. Corporal Michelle Pihera of the 
Gwinnett County Police Department told 
KTPV.com, “To our knowledge we don’t 
have everybody in custody.... So it’s safe to 
say we don’t have everyone we want.” 

— PATRICK KREY 
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“Demilitarizing” Police for 


More Federal Control 


Item: In an article for U.S. News & World 
Report for May 18, Joseph P. Williams 
wrote that the military-style response of 
police in Ferguson, Missouri, to rioting 
there several months ago has caused Pres- 
ident Obama to issue an executive order 
that will “demilitarize police.” 

Citing the presence of “heavily-ar- 
mored, combat-grade military vehicles” 
and “local police in commando gear 
armed with weapons designed for the bat- 
tlefield,’’ Williams wrote: 


On Monday, President Barack Obama 
announced a new executive order 
aimed at making sure that situation 
— more often associated with Pal- 
estine or Cairos Tahrir Square than 
Americas heartland — doesnt hap- 
pen again. Speaking in Camden, New 
Jersey, the president banned the Pen- 
tagon from issuing some surplus mili- 
tary hardware — including rifles, gre- 
nade launchers and armored vehicles 
— to police departments nationwide. 


ITEM: Jn an article for MSNBC for May 18, 
Trymaine Lee reported, “President Barack 
Obama announced new efforts to demili- 
tarize America’s police departments, ” be- 
cause “heavily-armed police forces have 
left many local residents feeling alienated 
and intimidated.” The article claims that 
this is part of a “broader effort” on the 
part of the Obama administration to “ease 
tensions between police and communi- 
ties of color across the country,” writing: 
“Obamas announcement on the ban on the 
transfer of some types of military weapons 
to local police departments signals a con- 
tinued draw down sparked by the milita- 
rized show of force in Ferguson, Missouri 
last summer that exacerbated withered 
trust between police and communities.” 
As part of this “demilitarization of local 
police” President Obama is urging police 
departments to follow the recommenda- 
tions of a 116-page report issued by a “‘po- 
licing task force” he formed in the wake of 
Ferguson, calling on police to “embrace 
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Promises, promises: President Obama, seen here speaking in Camden, New Jersey, issued 
what appeared to be ban on “police militarization.” Ostensibly done to ease tensions in minority 
communities, the executive order will likely have little real-world effect. 


a guardian — rather than a warrior — 
mindset to build trust and legitimacy both 
within agencies and with the public.” 
Item: The White House website claims 
President Obama is “Taking Steps to De- 
militarize Local Police Forces” by banning 
the federal sale of certain weapons and 
equipment to police forces. Under the head- 
ing “What We Wont Do: Militarizing the 
Police,” the website says, “The first step 
the Administration is taking is to prohibit 
and limit the kinds of military equipment 
that law enforcement agencies can procure 
from the federal government.” It goes on to 
list the banned equipment, saying: 


Law enforcement are now prohibited 
from acquiring: 

¢ Tracked armored vehicles 

* Bayonets 

* Grenade launchers 

¢ Large caliber weapons and am- 
munition 


CORRECTION: The claim that President 
Obama is “demilitarizing the police” just 
because the few most obviously egregious 
items the federal government has been 
providing to police departments are now 
“banned” is ridiculous on its face. The 
Obama administration’s actions likely 
won’t even slow the acquisition of weap- 


ons, and it will, moreover, act to “federal- 
ize” the police, which is arguably worse 
than militarizing them. As this magazine 
has pointed out time and again, the Big 
Government-seeking bureaucrats who 
seek federal control of state and local 
governments often take one step back so 
they can take two steps forward. That is 
precisely what is happening here. 

First, the “ban” on these items is mean- 
ingless. It is not a ban on the police de- 
partments obtaining military weapons and 
equipment (nor should it be — the federal 
government has no authority to dictate pol- 
icy to local law enforcement). It is merely 
a ban on the federal government providing 
these items directly via a program known 
as 1033. Since the federal government 
provides huge cash grants to local police 
departments, those departments can sim- 
ply buy the same weapons and equipment 
that are supposedly “banned” by this hol- 
low policy. As the Washington Post's Rad- 
ley Balko observed: 


That said, most of the militarization 
today happens outside the 1033 Pro- 
gram. As the Heritage Foundation re- 
ported last year, few of the weapons 
we saw in those iconic images coming 
out of Ferguson were obtained through 
1033. That program created the thirst 
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for militarization, but police agencies 
can now quench that thirst elsewhere. 
Since 2003, for example, the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security has been 
giving grants to police departments 
around the country to purchase new 
military-grade gear. That program 
now dwarfs the 1033 Program. 


Second, many of the items that served to 
so enrage the public in cities such as Fer- 
guson, Missouri — tactical “commando 
gear,” “heavily-armored, combat-grade 
military vehicles,” etc. — will still be 
available to local police departments di- 
rectly from the federal government, so 
long as those local police “apply and pro- 
vide detailed, clear, and persuasive expla- 
nation that justifies the request.” So like 
the playground drug pusher who offers 
“free samples” to get kids addicted before 
charging full price for his wares, Wash- 
ington still has local police at their mercy. 
Having become dependent on overwhelm- 
ing force as the main tool for policing, 
those departments are now sometimes 
going to have to ask and explain before 
obtaining many of the tools of force to 
which they have become addicted. 

And even as the police departments 
continue to militarize, they are also be- 
coming federalized — under the locus of 
control of the federal government. 

Explaining why some weapons and 
equipment are “banned” and others only 
require permission, President Obama 
said, “There’s other equipment that may 
be needed in certain cases, but only with 
proper training.” USA Today reported, 
“To have access to that equipment, police 
departments must meet national polic- 
ing standards, track their use and receive 
approval from the federal government 
before selling or transferring them.” Let 
that sink in: “National policing standards” 
will be required for police departments to 
continue feeding their addiction. Unfor- 
tunately, addicts are not known for long- 
term — or critical — thinking. As these 
police departments feel the itch of their 
addiction, many — if not most — of them 
will gladly cede department and officer 
control to the federal leviathan. 
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As local police begin receiving more 
and more training from the federal gov- 
ernment, the shift in policy will be toward 
control coming from Pennsylvania Avenue 
rather than from Main Street. 

The real issue here is not militarization 
per se, but federalization. For a free soci- 
ety to exist, police must be independent of 
national control. All tyrants seek to control 
local communities via a national/federal 
police system. 

Any dependence on military-style 
equipment and tactics is a local problem, 
requiring local solutions, but the problem 
did not begin locally or recently. The fed- 
eral plan to militarize state and local police 
goes back for years and has been the poli- 
cy of several presidential administrations. 
Not surprisingly, President Obama, with 
his use of racial division — consistently 
finding fault with what he deems unjust, 
racist police departments — has certainly 
done more than his fair share to promote 
police departments’ need and desire for 
the equipment that the government is now 
demonizing and is using as a pretext for 
usurping even more control. 

In fact, right up to the events at Fer- 
guson — events President Obama cites 
as his reasons for the “ban” — his ad- 
ministration continued to provide the 
very equipment he is now bad-mouthing. 


As Alex Newman reported for THE NEw 
AMERICAN, “This year alone, over 150 so- 
called ‘mine-resistant ambush-protected 
vehicles,’ or MRAPs, used by U.S. forces 
in Iraq, were distributed by the adminis- 
tration to local police departments within 
the ‘Homeland.’” Interestingly, MRAPs 
are wheeled vehicles — not tracked ve- 
hicles — so they are not on the “banned” 
list. These vehicles would still be avail- 
able directly from the federal government 
to any police department that requests 
them and “provide[s] detailed, clear, and 
persuasive explanation that justifies the 
request.” 

Americans overwhelmingly seem to be 
against the militarization of police; now 
police have to be convinced. With the right 
support and pressure, local police depart- 
ments could learn to police the way they 
did before they became addicted to federal 
money and overwhelming force. The local 
police would win. The local communities 
would win. The nation would win. The 
only losers in this scenario are the power- 
hungry politicians pushing their agenda of 
federalization. We can live with that. 

The SYLP (Support Your Local Police) 
campaign by The John Birch Society, with 
its focus on “keeping them independent,” 
is a route to that end. 

— C. MITCHELL SHAW 


AP Images 


ff 
Where there’s a will, there’s a way: While police departments will no longer be able to receive 
military equipment via the 1033 Program, there are many other ways to procure such materiel, 
such as purchasing it with cash grants or by obtaining special permission from D.C. 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 


Obama's Overreaching Earns Another Hit 


ast February, U.S. 
District Judge An- 
drew Hanen issued an 


injunction to stop President 
Obama’s highhanded order 
to terminate deportation pro- 
ceedings for five million il- 
legal entrants. Additionally, 
the presidential decree aimed 
to make them eligible for So- 
cial Security benefits, disabil- 
ity benefits, health insurance, 
and more. 

The president had issued 
his executive order in No- 
vember of 2014. It directed 
federal departments and 
agencies to cease implement- 
ing “any and all aspects or 
phases of the Deferred Action for Parents of Americans and 
Lawful Permanent Residents [known as DAPA].” The Obama 
order would have effectively altered the status of millions of il- 
legal entrants, making them legal residents of the United States 
with the ability to obtain work permits and acquire legal status 
on the way to citizenship. Some opponents of the president’s 
action claimed that it would even have conferred voting rights 
on the illegal entrants. But Judge Hanen’s ruling, handed down 
from his court in Brownsville, Texas, halted all such action. 
Federal attorneys then failed, in another legal proceeding, to 
persuade Hanen to cancel his injunction. 

Not accustomed to such sensible judicial action, the Obama 
team then went to a higher court, the three-judge Fifth Circuit 
Court of Appeals in New Orleans, where they sought to overturn 
Judge Hanen’s ruling. President Obama’s team has now been 
dealt an additional setback: The Fifth Circuit’s justices reaf- 
firmed 2-1 Judge Hanen’s actions and left in place his halting 
of the Obama executive order. 

The judgment the Obama administration has been trying to 
overturn came in a February case where 26 states led by Texas 
(now 27 with the addition of New Jersey) and 113 members of 
the U.S. Congress filed suit against the administration when the 
realization of having to meet costs for schooling, healthcare, 
and more for the illegals became obvious. Those who would 
be getting such benefits were individuals who were supposed 
to be deported. During the proceedings in March, Department 
of Justice officials notified the court that federal immigration 
officials had granted “deferred action” regarding deportation to 
108,081 persons. This admission contradicted earlier statements 
made by DOJ that no such action had been taken. 

In a stinging rebuke to the Department of Justice lawyers, 
Judge Hanen stated: “Whether by ignorance, omission, purpose- 
ful misdirection, or because they were misled by their clients, the 
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attorneys for the government 
misrepresented the facts.” 
Obviously angered by these 
additional revelations, Hanen 
then wrote in his ruling: “The 
court expects all parties, in- 
cluding the government of 
the United States, to act in 
a forthright manner and not 
hide behind deceptive repre- 
sentations and half-truths.” 

Jay Sekulow, chief counsel 
for the American Center for 
Law and Justice, expressed 
joy at the actions taken by 
Judge Hanen and the uphold- 
ing of them by the Fifth Cir- 
cuit. Having previously filed 
an amicus brief in the case, 
he stated: “We urged the appeals court to leave the preliminary 
injunction in place arguing that the Obama administration’s re- 
quest to remove it was just another flawed attempt to circumvent 
the legal process and to put in place an unconstitutional power 
grab that is not only unlawful but unconstitutional as well. Im- 
patient presidents don’t get to change the law.” 

With his name already on the list of lawmakers supporting the 
suit, Senator Mike Lee (R-Utah) called Judge Hanen’s stand “a 
well-reasoned decision to prevent President Obama from imple- 
menting his lawless executive amnesty program.” He added that 
our nation’s “immigration system is in desperate need of reform 
[which] must be passed by Congress, not unilaterally imposed 
on the American people by the executive branch.” 

Freedom Watch attorney Larry Klayman pointed out Obama’s 
arrogant response to Judge Hanen’s ruling: “This is only one 
federal judge. We have appealed [his decisions] very aggres- 
sively.” Referring to the Obama remark, Klayman stated: “The 
Obama administration is continuing to signal not only its dis- 
agreement with the court’s order, which is its right, but beyond 
that its non-compliance with the court’s order.” 

Earlier in his career, President Obama acknowledged the 
wrongness of a president using executive orders to make law. He 
said, “I am president. I am not king. I can’t do these things just by 
myself. I’ve got to have some partners to do it.” But that was in 
October 2010, almost five years ago. Even then, he had already 
taken the executive order route to have his way on other matters. 

It’s comforting to know that some justices realize that presidents 
are constitutionally authorized to “take care that the laws be faith- 
fully executed,” not make law. No one holding the presidential of- 
fice is given power to create or overturn law. Judge Andrew Hanen 
and the two Fifth Circuit justices are to be commended. Perhaps 
their stand will help to bring an end to presidential assumption of 
king-like power in the issuance of executive orders. ll 
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